"4 15, 1868, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


313 








——- . 

fhe Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ JouRNAL is—Town, 
96s.; Country, 283,, with the WmEKty Reporter, 52s. 
‘Payment in advance includes Double Numbers and Postage. 

bers can have their Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 
9s, 6d.; half law calf, 4s. 6d. 

Ail Letters intended for publication in the ‘ Solicitors’ Jour- 
nal” must be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
though not necessarily for publication. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 

larity in the Provinces, it is requested that application 
be made direct to the Publisher. 








en 
oo 


Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, FEBRUARY 15, 1868. 
———~<+——--- 

THE FOLLOWING members of the bar are, we under- 
stand, to receive the honour of a silk gown. Mr. Higgin, 
Mr. Holker, and Mr. West, of the Northern circuit; Mr. 
Matthews and Dr. Kenealy, of the Oxford circuit ; Mr. 
Fitzjames Stephen, of the Midland circuit ; Mr. Shee and 
Mr, Stuart of the Chancery Bar; Serjeant Simon (patent 
of precedence), of the Northern circuit ; Mr. A, Staveley 
Hill, of the Oxford circuit, and Mr. J. A. Russell, of the 
Northern circuit. There is one other gentleman whose 
name has not reached us, who is also to receive “ silk.” 





WE ARE INFORMED that a gentleman, admitted asa 
pilicitor in Calcutta, has lately commenced practice as 
agent in. Indian appeal cases, before the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. This, we believe, is the first 
instance of any one, not duly admitted in this country, prac- 
tising at the Privy Council; and itis therefore not a little 
difficult to find out whether the practitioner is justified in 
doing so or not, especially as there does not seem to be 
any definite rule on the subject. Mr. William Macpher- 
son, in his “ Practice of the Judicial Committee,” says, in 
anote at p. 65, that “the solicitor or agent in an appeal 
before the Judicil Committee is not necessarily a solicitor 
or attorney ef any of the Superior Courts at Westminster, 
and there seems to be no special qualification required.” 
He, however, does not give any authority in support of 
his statement. In the statutes relating to appeals from 
India the word “agent ” is made use of, and the question 
is whether this word is to be understood in its technical 
or literal sense. It would seem from analogy that 
“agent”? means a person who has right of audience in 
our courts of justice, and a person admitted in Calcutta 
has no such right. Country solicitors are bound to em- 
ploy solicitors to act as their “agents.” An admitted 
attorney or solicitor is an officer of the court. Is the 
agent who is not so admitted such an officer of the 
court? Has the Court the same summary powers over 
him as in the case of duly qualified attorneys ? 

We mention the case in the interest of the profession 
at large, for if it is allowed to become a precedent 
there is sure to be a large number of iresponsible men 
coming to practise here as agents in the Privy Council. 
Some steps ought forthwith to be adopted by the repre- 
sentatives of the profession to test the legality of the 
question and toinduce the judicial committee to adopt some 
definite rules as to the admission and practice of agents. 
We may state thai we have heard nothing against the 
gentleman we have referred to cither as an Indian 
lawyer or a respectable man. 


WE EXPRESSED last week an opinion unfavourable to the 
alleged right of an unpaid landowner of enforcing his 
lien against a railway company, by the sale of the land 
taken from him, and we, therefore, feel bound to men- 
tion an order made a few days ago by the Master of the 
Rolls in a landowner’s suit against the Crystal Palace and 
South London Junction Railway Company, following 
that made in Walker v. Ware Railway Company, and 
directing a sale in default of payment. The case, how- 





ever, was hardly argued, and no one seemed inclined to 
suggest as amicus curie that the decisions referred to 
in eur last week’s article had at least thrown some 
doubt upon the correctness of that order. This at least 
is certain, that on two occasions Vice-Chancellor Malins, 
a judge by no means lenient towards defaulting com- 
panies, felt himself debarred by authority from making 
such an order, so that, while the opinions of his 
colleagues remain unaltered, “ No landowner need apply” 
might fairly be written on the door of his court as a 
warning to that class of suitors to seek a more indulgent 
tribunal. The judgments in the Cambrian Railways 
Company case do not throw much light on this ques- 
tion, although the Vice-Chancellor Wood was evidently 
inclined to increase to the utmost the value of the 
vendor’s lien, and some remarks of his read like an 
admission of the doctrine that it may be enforced by 
sale. Weare still unable to assent to this; a sale of 
the land, if a sale in any intelligible sense of the word, 
and not a mere transfer of the lien, must involve a right 
to possession and to an injunction, and we cannot believe 
that this kind of relief would be granted. 

The provisions of the Lands Clauses Act, for securing 
compensation to the owner for land taken from him with- 
out his consent (provisions, we may observe, rendered 
more effectual by the recent Act), might be held to 
justify an assertion that in the case of land taken by a 
Railway Company vendor’s lien is excluded, and the only 
remedies of the owner are those given by that and the 
special Act ; but allowing the lien to exist, the most 
reasonable consequence we can suggest would be that it 
should entitle the claimant to a receiver, not of the earn- 
ings of the whole line, but of those gained on the por- 
tion of land in respect of which he claims the lien, and 
which could be ascertained according to ‘the method 
adopted in determining the amount of poor rate payable 
by the Company for its land in a particular parish. Per- 
haps, still regarding what ought more than what is likely 
to be done, some allowance should be made to creditors 
in respect of rolling stock and other necessary machinery 
for working the line, which might be done in the shape 
of a rent to be estimated for the articles so used, but 
there remains the difficult question of priority between 
the land owner and the debenture holder. Now, the 
first, though we would apply for his benefit a cer- 
tain proportion of the tolls, has strictly a charge only on 
a specific portion of the Company’s line, and none what- 
ever on the tolls, while the latter hasan undoubted mort- 
gage of the “ undertaking,” and must therefore, we think 
be preferred to the former. The 23rd section of the 
recent Act can, in our opinion, be explained consistently 
with this priority, but it would involve us in too long 
a discussion to give our reasons now. It may be ob- 
served that under a provision in this Act the unpaid 
vendor, after recovering judgment in his character of 
general creditor, can obtain the appointment of a re- 
ceiver ; but this provision does not affect any question of 
priority. 


THE ELECTION of the coroner for West Middlesex takes 
place next week, the polling places being Uxbridge, 
Brentford, and Hammersmith, and the hours 8 a.m. to 
4pm. We do not enter upon the question of the per- 
sonal merits of the respective candidates, but, ceteris 
paribus, it cannot be denied that a lawyer possesses a very 
material qualification which is wanting to the member of 
any other profession; we are not, however, about to 
repeat the observations which we have so frequently 
made upon this topic. 


A GENTLEMAN connected with one of the county courts 
gives sn the following estimate of ,the probable effect of 
the new County Court Act. 

“The following figures, mainly rough estimates, will serve 
to indicate with tolerable accuracy the changes that may be 
expected. ‘The number of plaints issued in county courts 
may be taken in round numbers as 1,(00,000 The num- 
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der of writs issued in the three superior courts are a trifle 
in excess of 100,000; of these about two-thirds are for sums 
under £20, or say 70,060. Supposing the whole 70,000 
cases to go to the county courts, the number of plaints will 
be one in fourteen added to the present issue. Should the 
increase be spread equally over the whole 518 courts it is 
easy to estimate for each court what the local increase will 
be. The courts in great commercial centres will of course 
have a little more than their proportion in point of numbers, 
but not sufficient to materially disturb the general rule. In 
London the City court will doubtless obtain the greatest 
share in the increase, Westminster will stand next, and the 
others in something like the following order: Southwark, 
Shoreditch, Clerkenwell, Whitechapel, Lambeth, Maryle- 
bone, Brompton. The courts at Liverpoool, Manchester, 
Birmingham, will stand in asimilar position to the three or four 
first-named Metropolitan courts, that is, they will have more 
than one -fourteenth added to theirfnumber of plaints. But 
allowing for the fact that in large towns the claims are to a 
far greater extent on simple contract, such as for 
goods sold and delivered, than in rural districts, 
the greater increase in the number of causes in large 
towns will be balanced by the less simple nature 
of the new causes brought in the rural courts. Hence, it 
will be very near the mark to say that the work of the 
judges and other officials will all reund be increased about 
one-fourteenth. Most of the courts have fluctuated more 
than that proportion during the last five or six years 
without any change in the law. In some cases the fluctua- 
tion has been as much as one-sixth. The provisions for 
sending causes from the superior courts, where plaintiffs 
fail to give security, will not perceptibly affect the general 
business, and the clauses relating to ejectment where title 
comes in question, and those applying certain provisions 
of the Common Law Procedure Act as to attachment of 
debts, will not add probably so much to county court 
business as did the Equitable Jurisdiction Aot of 1865. 
That Act has been in operation about two years and a-half, 
aud has net added above one cause in 1,500 to the pre- 
vious business, Spreading the 70,000 superior court causes 
over the 518 county courts will of course have the effect of 
injuring the London legal agency business tothe advantage 
of country practitioners. 


Counsel may occasionally get a county court brief where 
they have before had none, but on the whole it is very 
doubtful whether they will miss at Westminster Hall oy 
Lincoln’s Inn the business now to be distributed over the 
whole country. 


Of course this view does not take into consideration 
the possible inerease of litigation,—the possibility that 
the county court cause lists may be swelled by cases 
which under the old system would not have been litigated 
at all, and the possibility that should the superior courts 
be relieved of any considerable portion of their present 
work, the vacancy may be filled up by litigants who 
would otherwise have been deterred by the delay to be 
apprehended from a pressure of business. 


AMONG THE MANY doubtful points which the Com- 
panies Act of 1862 has left open for the annoyance of 
judges and the impoverishment of shareholders and credi- 
tors is the question, whether where a voluntary winding- 
up has been commenced and an official liquidator ap- 
pointed, and subsequently this voluntary winding-up 
has been continued under the supervision of the Court, 
the Court has then power to remove the official liquidator 
so appointed by the company, Beyond question the Court, 
as a matter of convenience and safety ought to have the 
power,—indeed, one can scarcely conceive anything more 
ridiculously awkward than the existence in a winding- 
up under the supervision of the Court, of an official 
liquidator irremovable by the Court on “due cause” 
shown. The question, of course, is has the Companies 
Act bestowed this power upon the Court ? 

In compulsory windings-up, the removal of official 
liquidators is governed by section 93 of the Act, 
and with reference to the case of simple voluntary 
winding-up, the governing section is section 141. In 
these cases there is no doubt. In the case of voluntary 
winding-up under supervision, section 150 provides that 
“where an order is made by the Court for a winding-up 





——=—=—= 
under the supervision of the Court, the Court 

in such order or in any subsequent order, appoint any 
additional liquidator or liquidators ; and any liquidators go 
appointed by the Court shall have the same powers, hy 
subject to the same obligations, and in all respects stang 
in the same position, as if they had been appointed by 
the company ; the Court may from time to time remoyg 
any liquidators so appointed by the Court, and fill up 
vacancy occasioned by such removal, or by death op 
resignation.” And the question is, Does this extend to 
empower the removal by the Court of an official liqui. 
dator previously appointed by the shareholders ? 

In Re the Old Wheal Mining Co., Ex parte Pulbrook, Ry 
parte Rawlings,13 W. R. 3, an appeal against two orders of 
the Vice-Warden of the Stannaries, the Lords Justices werg 
apparently divided in opinion upon the point. Lorn 
Justice Knight-Bruce was clearly of opinion that the 
Court had the power, under a voluntary winding-up con. 
tinued under supervision, to remove an official liquidator 
who had been appointed by the company ; Lord Justigg 
Turner, on the other hand felt considerable doubt, The 
order of the vice-warden, removing the official liquidator 
in question, was, therefore, upheld. 

In Re The United Merthyr Collieries Company 
(Limited), which was an application for a com} 
pulsory order to wind-up a company incourse of 
voluntary winding-up, Vice-Chancellor Wood held that 
there was no doubt that the Court had power to 
remove either or both of the liquidators, either under 
a voluntary winding-up or under an order for voluntary 
winding-up under supervision, and the Court continued 
the voluntary winding-up under the supervision of the 
Court, reserving to the petitioners liberty to apply for 
the removal of liquidators. 

In Re Marseilles Extension Railway § Land Com 
pany, 15 W. R. 1167, 4 L. R. Eq. 692, Vice-Chancellor 
Malins said, “ I am of opinion that under the 141st section 
of the Act I have a discretionary power to remove the 
liquidators appointed by the company. It would be most 
inconvenient if the Court had not the power to remove 
any officer emyioyed in the winding-up.” In a subse 
quent case, unreported, Re Scottish Granite Company, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins has exercised the discretionary 
power he speaksof in the Marseilles Extension Company's 
case and removed a liquidator appointed by shareholdersin 
a voluntary winding-up, which had subsequently come 
under the supervision of the Court, In this instance the 
liquidator had gone out of the jurisdiction, and it might 
certainly have proved “ most inconvenient ” had he not 
been removed from his office of liquidator. 

It seems, therefore, that as far as subseque nt decisions 
have gone, the result of the decisionin Za parte Pulbrook 
(ubi. sup.) has been approved by the Chancery Judges. 
Judges have, of course, not to make law but to construe 
it, but where the law is so clumsily expressed as in the 
case of the Companies Act, 1862, there is a great oppor 
tunity for judicial arguments ab inconvenienti ; besi 
which, having regard to the general scope of the wind 
ing-up provisions of the Act, and to the 151]st section, 
which seems to incorperate the general powers of the 
Court under compulsory windings-up, these perplexed 
sections of the Act appear of their own ph 
to support the view adopted by Vice-Chancellors Wood 
and Malins. 





REMEDIES OF INDORSEES OF BILLS OF 
EXCHANGE AGAINST GOODS. 

In the case of Inman v. Clare, Johns.769, which was 
a suit by the Bank of Liverpool, as discounters of 
certain bills of exchange against, the acceptors of the 
bills, to have the proceeds of a cargo of cotton in their 
hands against which the bills had been drawn applied in 
discharge of the bills, Vice-Chancellor Wood is reported 
(p. 776) to have said“ that the plaintiff had a right to 
the relief he sought by virtue of a memorandum of 
transfer, which was given to the bank by the drawers 
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at the time the bills were discounted, and that it 
followed from the cases of Ex parte Waring, 19 Ves. 345, 
rte Parr, Buck’s Bankruptcy Cases, 191, and other 
cases of thatdescription, Powles v. Hargreaves 2 W.R. 21, 
3 D. M. & G. 430, among the number, that except as 
gaiming under that memorandum, the holders would not 
be entitled to sue. “That the mere holder of a bill, 
ud holder, would not have any equity to insist that 
goods were specifically appropriated in respect of the 
pills.” 

It must be remembered that in this case the drawers 
of the bills were bankrupt, and the acceptors had stopped 
payment; otherwise, of course the question could not 
have arisen, as the holder would have been able to obtain 
payment, without having recourse to the specific goods. 
If the meaning of the Vice-Chancellor was that but for 
the memorandum a court of equity was not the proper 
court to enforce the equity in question, and that the bank 
should have taken proceedings to make the acceptors 
bankrupt, and should have petitioned under the 
pankruptcy, to have the proceeds of the goods applied in 
payment of the bills; following the principle laid down 
in the case of Laycock v. Johnson, 6 Hare 199, that 
meaning does not appear to be clearly conveyed by the 
words attributed to him in the report. If his meaning 
was that the bill holders had no such equity in any court 
the decision is one affecting most seriously the interests 
of the commercial world, and hardly seems to be borne 
out on a review of the cases. 

In Ex parte Waring (supra), bill holders were held to 
be entitled, on the bankruptcy of the drawer and 
acceptor, on a petition under the bankruptcy of the 
latter, to have short bills, which had been deposited with 
the bankers to secure the payment of the bills held by 
the petitioners, applied in payment of those bills. 

In Le parte Prescott, 1 Mont. & A. 316, A. supplied 
goods at his own costto B. & C. which it was agreed should 
be shipped on the joint account of the three, and that 
B.& C. should accept bills drawn by A. on account of the 
return proceeds, and that the bills should be paid out of 
such proceeds ; and it was held that the indorsees of the 
bills with whom A. had discounted them, although they 
had no knowledge of the bills being drawn on account 
of the joint shipment, had nevertheless a lien on the 
return proceeds of the shipment, which came tothe hands 
of B. & C, subsequently to their bankruptcy. And Sir G. 
Rose said that he always understood the principle of 
Fx parte Waring to be this: that where the original 
intention of the parties was to appropriate property to 
a certain purpose, in such a transaction bankruptoy 
would not affect that intention, nor deprive third parties 
of the benefit of it. 

In Ex parte Smith, 6 Ves. 447, it was decided that the 
indorsees of notes issued by a bank on the deposit of 
certain goods as a security for payment of the notes, had 
aright to have the goods applied in payment of the 
notes, 

The point was afterwards most fully discussed in the 
case of Powles v. Hargreaves, which may be considered 
now to be the leading case on the subject. It was 
a suit instituted by bill holders against the trustees of a 
creditors deed executed by the acceptors of the bills, 
which provided that the equities of the holders of bills 
upon any goods in the hands of the acceptors should be 
reserved, and that all questions which arose on the 
rights of such bill holders should be decided according 
to the laws as administered in Bankruptcy. And if was 
held that the bill holders were entitled to have the 
consignments against which the bills were drawn applied 
in discharge of their bills. The counsel in that case 
referred to the case of Laycock v. Johnson (supra) as hav- 
ing confined the doctrine laid down in Ew parte Waring, 
to a case where there wasa double bankruptcy. But 
the Lord Chancellor (Lord Cranworth) distinctly laid 
down that whenever two estates were to be administered 
by some ris major it was immaterial whether such ad- 
ministration was by the Court of Chancery or a court of 








bankruptcy ; that if it were not so the strange anomaly 
would arise that the property of the depositor, instead of 
going to pay his debts, would actually be applied in 
payment of the debts of the depositee.” 

Lord Justice Turner, in the same case said, “ If it had 
been necessary to determine the question whether the 
plaintiffs, the bill holders, had a separate and indepen 
dent right to sue in respect of these matters, I certainly 
should have hesitated a long time before I should have 
affirmed that right, and should at all events have 
desired further time to consider the question. But the 
deed which regulates the rights of the parties contains 
an express proviso that everything in respect of these. 
matters shall be adjudicated on as if the fiat in 
bankruptcy had proceeded, and that therefore brings the. 
case directly within the doctrine of Hx parte Waring.. 
The Lord Justice proceeded to say that it made no. 
difference in the application of the rule that one estate 
was to be administered in bankruptcy and the other in 
the Court of Chancery. That there were two parties 
liable on the bills, one of whom held security; that the 
other party had a right to insist that the property 
held as security should be applied in payment of the 
bills, and that he might sue in equity for the purpose of 
enforcing that right. 

In Hiekie § Co.’s, case, 15 R. W. 954, 4 L.R. Eq. 226, the 

official liquidators of the Bank of Hindustan, who were the 
indorsees of certain bills of exchange drawn by Hickie & 
Co., onthe New Zealand Banking Corporation applied that 
the proceeds of certain shares, deposited by Hickie and Co. 
with the New Zealand Banking Corporation, to secure 
payment of their acceptances, and sold by the liquidators 
of the corporation, should be paid to the liquidators of 
the bank. The Master of the Rolls recognised the 
authority of Hx parte Waring and Ponles v. Hargreaves, 
but decided that these cases did not govern the case before 
him, inasmuch as in that case at the date of the 
bankruptcy the drawers’ estate was largely indebted to 
the acceptors. Whatever may be thought of the 
doctrine that the rights of the indorsees depend on the 
state of the accounts between the drawer and acceptor, 
the authority of the case, as bearing out the principle 
for which we are now contending, is not affected. The 
result of the cases appears to us to be thatitis clear that in 
the absence of any memorandum transferring the bills 
of lading, and even in the absence of notice that any 
such bills of lading are held by the acceptors of bills of 
exchange as security, the holders of such bills have an 
eyuity to have the proceeds of such bills of lading 
applied in discharge of the bills of exchange; that it is 
clear they can insist on this equity by a petition under 
the bankruptcy; that it is doubtful whether they can sue 
for that purpose in equity, unless in a case like that of 
Powles v. Hargreaves, where the acceptors’ property 
was vested in trustees; that Lord Justice Turner did 
not express any opinion adverse to such right; and that. 
therefore whether they have such right or not stilh 
remains an open question. 





GREAT AND SMALL OFFENDERS. 
(From the Pall Mali Gazette.) 


THE Weekly Reporter of Saturday, the Ist inst., 
which contains the Yarmouth Hotel case Henderson v. 
Lacon, Bart., and others,(16 W. BR. 328) also reports 
three criminal appeal cases, viz., Zhe Queen v. Steels, 
(16 W. R. 341,) and The Queen v. Hunter, (16 W. R. 342,) 
both decided in the Court of Criminal Cases Reserved, 
on the 23rd of November last, and Zhe Queen v. Dovey, 
(16 W. R. 344,) decided in the same court on the 18th ult. 
—all three being cases of “false pretences,” all three 
under consideration nearly at the same time with 
Henderson v. Lacon, Bart., and all three decided against 
the prisoners, who were men belonging to the lower ranks 
of life, and one of them (Steels, a coalheaver) to the 
very lowest. An impartial consideration of these two 
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classes of cases—the civil and the criminal—certainly 
suggests some perplexing reflections as to the reason of 
any distinction in the procedure. 

The Vice-Chancellor found against Sir E. Lacon, 
Bart., M.P., and his four fellow directors of the Yarmouth 
Hotel Company (Limited) the following facts, according 
to the law reporter whose words ‘we condense: “ That 
the whole scheme was that the directors were to have their 
shares found them by the future company out of £2,500 
promotion-money to be paid to Howes (the promoter of 
the scheme) by the future subscribers.” That, to induce 
those future subscribers to come forward and “find the 
money,” a prospectus was prepared (in February, 1865) 
containing “ the clear and express misrepresentation ” 
following: viz., “The directors and their friends have 
subscribed a large portion of the capital, and they now 
offer to the public the remaining shares;” that “ the 
truth was that the directors had subscribed nothing, and 
that ‘ their friends’ (taking that word not as necessarily 
meaning intimate friends, but extending it to persons 
who, though not even known to them before, might have 
been influenced or induced by them to take shares) con- 
sisted of one firm, who subscribed for 140 shares;” that 
“such misrepresentation was perfectly patent to the 
directors,” who, nevertheless, admitted in their sworn 
answer “that they authorised the issuing of that 
prospectus ” containing it, “ with all their names to it,” 
and after “communications among themselves;” that 
“the Court must say that it called that a gross mis- 
representation, and that those who sanctioned it must be 
fixed with the consequences of their having done so ; ” 
that “the plaintiff (Henderson), on the faith of the 
prospectus so sanctioned and containing the mis-state- 
ment in question, made to them an application in the 
printed form prescribed by their prospectus; ” that they, 
‘*knowing his proposal to be based on a misstatement, 
authorised by them,” and “being bound to state every- 
thing with strict and scrupulous accuracy,” yet allowing 
him, in entire violation of that “plain duty,” to remain 
under the false belief into which they had “ deceived ” 
him, proceeded at once “ to fix his contract and allot his 
shares ;” and thereby obtained from him in respect of 
those shares, by two separate payments, the sum of £100, 
for the recovery whereof this suit was brought. The 
Vice-Chancellor, therefore, decreed them to be personally 
liable to make that repayment with the cost of the suit, 
and declared the contract to be “as plainly as possible 
based upon a misrepresentation ” (or, as the minutes of 
the formal decree (p. 330) express it, “ the untrue allega- 
tion that the directors and their friends had subscribed a 
large portion of the capital’), and therefore not binding 
upon the plaintiff. 

It used to be a good exception to any civil procedure, 
in @ case sounding in penalties of the criminal law, that 
an indictment ought to have been preferred and disposed 
of before any suit of a merely civil character could be 
brought. As far as we can see, the case of these five 
directors (innocent or guilty it matters not), as presented 
by the judgment of the Vice-Chancellor, comes directly 
within the scope of the 94th section of the Larceny Act, 
which declares that any director, manager or other of- 
ficial of any public company who is concerned in the 
publication of false statements or accounts to deceive 
shareholders or the public, shall be liable to two years 
imprisonment or penal servitude for more than seven 
years. What we should like to know is the difference 
between this Yarmouth Hotel case and the following 
three cases of criminal appeal reported in the same num- 
ber of the Weekly Reporter. 

In The Queen v. Steels (p. 841) the prisoner had 
countermanded an order for a coat worth 14s. 6d. after 
paying 4s, 6d.on account of that sum, and he had or- 
dered instead of it acoat to cost 22s. Delivery of the lat- 
ter was made to him by the owner of the shop on receipt 
of 10s. only, uuder a mistake occasioned by the prisoner 
producing the bills of parcels for the countermanded 
coat. It was held that the prisoner was properly con- 


——————= 
victed of having obtained the coat by falsely pretendin, 
that the bills of parcels related to it. J 

In The Queen v. Hunter (p. 348) one of Earl Vane’s 
coalheavers had fraudulently obtained 5d. from his 
ter in respect of the pretended filling of a tub of ¢ 
at 5d. for every tub filled. The pretence consisted in 
“his placing a certain token in or upon the tub.” qj} 
was held that he was properly convicted of hayin 
the 5d. by the false pretence in question, for (per Kelly 
C. B.) “a false pretence may be acted as well as spoken,” 

And in The Queen v. Dovey (p. 344) the prisoner had 
“ passed off” two notes of a bank which he knew to have 
stopped payment forty years ago. There was no positive 
evidence of his having stated them to be good notes of 
an existing bank, nor that they were of no value what. 
ever. But the court properly held that the jury might 
well, upon the evidence, infer both those points, and the 
conviction was accordingly affirmed, Chief Justice 
Cockburn “being only surprised that the case should 
have been reserved” at all. 

-Those three prisoners are therefore severally undergoing 
their sentences of “imprisonment, with hard labour,” in 
Peterborough, Durham, and the North Riding of York, 
to the general satisfaction of all honest people, and let 
us hope as a warning to evil-minded persons. But why 
was the same law not set in motion against the defend. 
ants in the Chancery suit? Or rather, for there is yet 
time, has the Attorney-General’s attention been called 
from his other labours to the performance of what seems 
to be his very plain and normal duty of now setting that 
law in motion against those delinquents? If ever there 
was a time when to visit poor offenders with the 
severities of penal Jaw, and to let their betters go free 


The commercial morality of capitalists was never so low, 
The temper of the many was never so angry, and their 
supicions of unfairness and inequality never so jeglous, 
And they are soon to be “our masters.” Against the 
perils which beset us on every side there can be no safe- 
guard bat in the doing of equal justice to all, and in 
showing the world that we are really doing it. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
UNREASONABLENESS IN DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT WITH 
CREDITORS. 

Re Riehmond Hill Hotel Company, Ex parte King, 
LJ.C., 16 W. R. 57; in court below, V.C.W., 4 L. RB. 
Eq: 566. 

A glance at some articles on the subject of deeds of 
arrangement with creditors under the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, which have recently appeared in our columns 
(vol. 11, pp. 1092, 1110), will show that the courts of 
common law are by no means agreed on the answer to 
be given to the question whether any, and if any, what 
kind of unreasonableness will be sufficient to vitiate such 
deeds. We are glad to find that there is not the same 
conflict of opinion in Lincoln’s-inn on the subject, par- 
ticularly as the view taken by those equity judges, be- 
fore whom the point has been argued, appears to us to 
be the most correct and satisfactory. The deed in the 
above case consisted of a covenant by the debtor to pay 
his debts in full, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum from the date of the deed, at the expiration 
of two years from that date, and a covenant by the cre- 
ditors not to sue during that time. A large majority of 
the creditors assented, but some calls being due to the 
com pany, which was ordered to be wound up soon after 
the date of the deed, the official liquidator endeavoured 
to enforce payment, contending that the deed was un- 
reasonable, as the creditors received no benefit except the 
chance of getting more by waiting than by proceeding 
at once against the debtor. This objection the Vice- 





Chancellor thought untenable. The deed was one made 


was more unsafe than any other, it is the present time, 
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between a debtor and his creditors, and relating to the 
debts and liabilities of the debtor and his release there- 
from. He could not regard “ unreasonableness” as 
meaning more than this—that if the majority of the cre- 
ditors attempted to secure any advantage over the mino- 
rity the deed was bad. Could he say that the delay of 
ent for two years made the deed unreasonable ? 
The creditors must judge of that. The following passage 
from Lord Cairns’ judgment, when the case was brought 
before him on appeal, shows his concurrence with the 
Vice-Chancellor’s expressed opinion :—“It was not the 
duty of the Court to inquire whether there was any un- 
reasonableness in a bargain made between a debtor and 
his creditors, but merely to see whether there was any 
inequality between the different creditors or any in- 
edient of fraud. If there were no equality in the pro- 
visions of the deed, and nothing fraudulent in the tran- 
saction, then, whether wisely or unwisely, the law had 
provided that the minority of the creditors were bound 
by the majority.” The Lord Justice had already expressed 
the same view in Ha parte Cowen, 15 W.R. 859, 2 L. R. 
Ch. 569, and apparently with Lord Justice Turner’s con- 
currence, the latter justly observing, “how could a Court 
of justice determine what it would be reasonable for 
creditors to accept under all the varied circumstances of 
arrangements between debtors and their creditors ?”? We 
may conclude, therefore, that in equity at leasi, in the 
absence of fraud or mala fides, no uureasonableness other 
than “ inequality ” will invalidate a deed. 

An objection to the deed was taken in the court below 
on account of the calls due to the company not having 
been included in the schedule of debts deposited as re- 
quired by the General Order of 22nd May, 1862. This, 
the Vice-Chancellor thought, was a question for the Court 
of Bankruptcy to consider in dealing with the registra- 
tion, the deed having been registered, all he should re- 
gard was, whether it came within the Act or not. 

The only point on which the judgment in the court 
below was reversed was as to the extent of protection 
afforded by the deed, the Vice-Chancellor having treated 
it as covering not only calls made prior to its date, but 
liabilities to future calls, This of course, consistently 
with Re Thompson, 15 W.R. 969, 2 L. R. Ch. 795, could 
not be allowed, the deed not being a schedule D deed, or 
one in which it was provided by the Act that the law 
and practice in bankruptcy should in all respects be ap- 
plicable. As to future calls, therefore, it was inoperative, 
and if we were inclined to hold that a deed not fraudu- 
lent or unequal could be unreasonable, perhaps the cir- 
cumstance that it left the debtor exposed to these future 
liabilities would weigh with us as much as anything, but 
we have already discussed the question involved in Re 
o_o (supra, p. 54) and will not repeat our criticism 

ere. 


RESPONSIBILITY OF SOLICITORS FOR TRUSTEES, 
Harries v. Rees, LL. J..16 W. R. 91. 


If the contention of the plaintiffs in this case, who 
asked for accounts against the solicitors of an adminis- 
tratrix and her husband, had beeen allowed, the result 
would have gone far towards depriving trustees and 
other persons holding fiduciary positions of all profes- 
sional assistance, for few would be willing to undertake 
to act as solicitors or agents for such persons on the 
condition of being held responsible to the cestui que trust 
for an application of all moneys received by them in 
strict accordance with the trusts. No doubt there 
are some cases in which, by reason of their deal- 
ings with trust funds for their own benefit, agents 
have been treated by the Court of Chancery as trustees, 
but it would be a most perverted notion of the rule es- 
tablished by those cases, to say that a solicitor by receiving 
moneys on behalf of his client, a trustee, had acted in the 
execution of the trusts so as to be liable as a self-consti- 
tuted trustee. In Fyler v. Fyler, 3 Beav. 561, the ques- 
tion was properly held to be ‘ whether they had so in- 
volved their own personal interests in the matter in 











which they were concerned as agents that the Court 
ought to impute to them the character of trustees,” and 
Lord Justice Rolt, in his judgment in the case 
we are noticing, speaks of the rule as_ well 
settled that the solicitor or agent of a personal re- 
presentative, or a tiustee, is accountable only to his 
principal, and that the cestwis que trustent cannot call 
the agent to account as trustee unless fraud can be made 
out against him personally, or unless he, knowing the 
fraud of the trustee, has derived direct personal bene t 
therefrom, or unless some other special equity is e - 
tablished against him. Thecase of Harries v. Rees, 
while it illustrates this rule, also shows the risks to 
which solicitors are nevertheless exposed. An order 
had been made in the suit, which was for administra- 
tion, that all future receipts by the administratrix and 
her husband in respect of the estates to be administered 
should be paid into court. Subsequently to the date of 
this order their solicitors received some moneys forming 
part of such estates, and after a deduction for costs 
paid the rest to their clients. For these moneys the 
solicitors, although the dona fides of their conduct was 
substantiated, were held responsible, it being considered 
that the moneys were earmarked, and that the solicitors, 
as Officers of the court, were bound totake notice of, and 
not in any way disobey the order, and not to allow any 
appropriation inconsistent with it. 

Another instance occurs to us of the risk incurred by 
solicitors acting for trustees. The general rule is that 
the taxation of a solicitor’s bill of costs at the instance 
of a third party must be as between the solicitor and 
his client, and not as between the solicitor and the 
third party, but the Master of the Rolls held in Re Brown, 
15 W. R. 10380, on reviewing the taxation of a trustee’s 
bill at the instance of a cestui que trust, that the solicitor 
should have considered that the business was trust busi- 
ness, and that the cestui que trust was entitled to tax it, 
and that the circumstance of the client being a trustee 
could not, therefore, be left out of consideration. 





COMMON LAW. 
PLEADING. 

Ash v. Pouppeville, Q. B., 16 W. R. 119. 

The Common Law Procedure Acts of 1852, 1854, and 
1860 have pretty nearly annihilated the old system of 
pleading, and have very much simplified and im- 
proved this part of our common law procedure. Every 
now and then, however, a case arises when the old strin- 
gent rules are applied. Ash v. Pouppeville exemplifies 
this very well. The action was for goods sold and de- 
livered. Plea, payment after action brought of £60 in 
settlement of the debt and receipt thereof by the plaintiff 
in satisfaction and discharge of the debt. | Demurrer to 
the plea on the ground that it was pleaded to the whole 
count, and that it only answered part,as it was only 
pleaded to the debt and not to the damage claimed. It 
was held on this ground that the plea was bad. It was 
contended in support of the plea that the plaintiff was at 
liberty to confess the plea, and then he would be entitled 
to his costs up to the time of the pleading of the plea, 
under rule 23 of T. T. 1858, and that the plaintiff could 
sign judgment for the damages,.as being a part of the 
count that was not answered by the plea. This argu- 
ment was very strong, and if the plea had, in express 
words, been limited to the debt only, this would have 
been the proper course for the plaintiff to have pursued. 
By the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, the old 
formal commencements and endings of pleas are rendered 
unnecessary, and it might therefore have been supposed 
that the pleain Ash v. Pouppeville was clearly limited to 
the debt only, although that was not stated in so many 
words. The Court, however, in effect decided that 
although the plea was really limifed to the debt, and 
although that clearly appeared upon its: face, yet the 
plea was bad for want of a formal statement of the fact, 
~ ®* Vide report of Manchester Law Association, in another column, _ 
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In such a plea, therefore, it seems that something like a 
formal commencement is still necessary, notwithstanding 
the changes introduced by the Common Law Procedure 
Acts. 


WAGERING CONTRACT. 
Graham v. Thompson, C. P., Ir. 16 W. R. 206. 

By the common law an agreement by way of wager 
is as valid as any other kind of contract, and the winner 
is entitled to maintain an action against the loser if the 
latter fail to pay the amount of the bet. The law 
upon this point is, however, now regulated by 8 & 9 
Vict. c. 109, which renders all agreements by way of 
gaming or wagering (with some few exceptions), en- 
tirely void, and the loser is, therefore, now not liable to 
be compelled by legal process to pay his bet. Although 
this statute renders such contracts void, it does not ren- 
der them illegal. Consequently if A. and B. choose to 
make a wager, and the loser pays the winner, he does 
not thereby commit an illegal act, but if he does not pay of 
his own free will, he cannot be compelled to do so by 
law. It has also been decided that, where money is de- 
posited with a stakeholder to abide the event of a wager, 
either party may, before the happening of the event, 
require repayment from the stakeholder of the money 
deposited, inasmuch as the agreement under which it 
was placed in the hands of the stakeholder is void. On 
the happening of the event the stakeholder is justified in 
paying over the money tothe winner. And 30, also, if 
a person, at the request of the loser of a wager, pay over 
the amount to the winner, the person so paying can re- 
cover the amount from the loser, as having so mueh 
money paid to the use of the latter, there being no 
illegality in the payment. The person paying money 
under such circumstances is in the same position as one 
who throws away money at the request of another. 
There was no obligation to throw away the money, but 
there was no illegality in so doing, and the money can 
therefore be recovered by the agent from the principal 
who directed that application of the money. Such are 
the general rules on this subject. It seems never to 
have been decided whether one of two parties who have 
deposited money with a stakeholder to abide a certain 
event, can require repayment of the money deposited by 
him after the happening of the event, but before the 
stakeholder has paid it over. The Court of Common 
Pleas in Ireland, on demurrer to a plea, held in effect 
that,a person depositing money with a stakeholder may 
recover it back at any time before itis paid over. The 
Court was much pressed during the argument with a 
dictum of MARTIN, B., in Savage v. Madden, 15 W.R. 
Ex. 910, to the effect that neither party can recover the 
money deposited after the event has happened. The 
decision of this question was not necessary in Savage v. 
Madden, and it is therefore a mere obiter dictum. The 
Court of Common Pleas in Ireland show clearly that 
they disapprove of that dictum, and whenever this point 
has to be expressly decided the dictum will probably be 
overruled, and the case of Graham v. Thompson will bea 
strong authority in favour of a decision to that effect. 

SaLMon FisHery Acts, 1861 AND 1865. 
Garnett v. Backhouse, 16 W. R., Q. B. 201. 

It is only quite lately that any real attention has been 
bestowed upon the valuable salmon fisheries which exist 
in England during the last few years ; however, the 
subject of the preservation of these fisheries has been 
much discussed, and two very important statutes have 
been passed, which have for their object the preservation 
of salmon fisheries throughout the country. These 
statutes are the Salmon Fisheries’ Acts of 1861 and 
1865. The case of Garnett v. Backhouse is one of the 
first in which the construction of the latter statute has 
been judicially considered, and a decision has been given 


under that Act. These commissioners are authorised 
to abate fishing weirs and fishing mill dams, and these 
two kinds of erections are defined in section 4 of the 
Act of 1861. “Fishing mill dam,” is defined to mean 
“a dam used, or intended to be used, partly for the pur. 
pose of catching, or facilitating the catching of fish 
and partly for the purpose of supplying water for mill. 
ing or other purposes.” The commissioners acting under 
these two statutes, directed a certain dam in the river 
Ribble to be lowered, so as to allow fish to pass up the 
river more easily, and Garnett v. Backhouse was an ap- 
peal against their order. It was admitted in effect that 


unless the dam in question was a fishing mill dam within 
the definition of section 4 of the Act of 1861. The facts 
which were proved upon the inquiry before the commis. 
missioners showed that the dam had been JDoné fide 
erected for milling purposes only, and that it was still 
used for such purposes, and that it had nothing in its 
construction beyond what was required to supply the 
mill with water. In consequence, however, of the pecu- 
liar form of the bed of the river, which was shallow and 
rocky, but contained deep pools here and there, the dam 
did, in fact, facilitate the catching of fish, as salmon 
could easily be caught in these pools below the dam 
when the dam was shut down. The owners of the mill 
and land had never habitually used the dam for catching 
fish, but they had occasionally caught fish for their own 
table, or to give away as presents ; and when they did 
so they availed themselves of the facilities afforded by 
the dam. They had never sold any fish so caught. The 
Court decided upon these facts, that the dam was not 
“used ” for the purpose of catching, or facilitating the 
catching of fish, in the sense in which that word is em- 
ployed in section 4 of the Act of 1861 ; and also (and in- 
deed, on this point there was no dispute) that the dam 
was not “intended to be used” for catching fish. They 
held, therefore, that the dam was not a “ fishing mill 
dam,” and that the commissioners had no jurisdiction to 
direct it to be abated. The Court, in their judgment, point 
out that, although a person who occasionally uses a dam 
for the purpose of catching fish does not thereby render 
the dam “a fishing mill dam,” he may yet be liable to 
the penalties mentioned in section 12 of the Act of 1861. 
The principle of this decision is one of very wide appli- 
cation, as there are a great number of dams which 
might, in fact, facilitate the catching of fish, and which 
yet are never regularly used for any purpose except that 
of supplying mills with water. Garnett v. Backhouse 
has now decided that such dams, if built simply for 
milling purposes, are not liable to be abated by the 
special commissioners for English fisheries under the Acts 
of 1861 and 1865. 








REVIEW. 


Changes in the Jurisdiction and Practice of the County 
Courtsand Superior Courts, effected by the County Courts 
Act, 1867. By J. Sairess Witt, Esq., of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London : Stevens & Sons. 


The County Court Act, 1867, and the order in council of 
the 18th November, 1867, have undoubtedly introduced 
very impertant changes in the jurisdiction and practice of 
the county courts; and those changes will no doubt be for 
the moment somewhat puzzling to those who practice in 
the county court, and who are not very profound lawyers, 
or very familiar with the practice of the superier courts. 
To remove the difficulties of such persons seems to be the 
object of the first halfof Mr. Will’s book, and it will pro- 
bably be of use in attaining this end, though the bulk of the 
book seems to us a little disproportioned to the purpose 
which it is intended to serve, 

The first one hundred and ‘sixty pages are taken, 
up by @ reprint of the Aet itself, anda femme y | upon 
each section, the commentary being composed of the sub- 








by the Court of Queen’s Bench upon an important ques- 
tion as to the power of the commissioners appointed 


stance of the rules and orders bearing upon each section 
and of explanatory observations, The worst fault of this 


they had no jurisdiction to make the order complained of — 
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tary is its excessive prolixity, but in this respect it 
sus unpardonably. For example, the commentary upon 
gotion 6 as to costs undertakes to explain the various 
Acts repealed or affeeted by the new one. It 
ing with actions on contracts, and gives two pages to 
them, It then goes on to actions of costs, and more than 
Py of this subdivision isa mere repetition, almost in the 
same words, of what had beensaid just before about contracts; 
the provisions as to both torts and contracts having been so 
far the same, except as to the amount which carried costs, 
And this same sin of prolixity pervades the whole of this 
ofthe book, It contains much information useful to 
theclass of persons for whose benefit the book seems to have 
peen written, but the whole of what is useful might easily 
have been compressed into half the compass. 

The second part of the book, consisting of rather more 
than forty pages, is composed of the order in council of 
the 18th November, 1867, and a series of chapters explain- 
ing the new jurisdictions thereby conferred upon the 
county courts, namely, those relating to the discovery of 
documents, interrogatories, attachment of debts, and equit- 
able pleadings. These several chapters contain, as do the 
eatlier parts of the book, much that will be useful to persons 
unfamiliar with the several subjects to which they relate, 
and the authorities on each of these subjects appear to us, 
10 far as we have been able to examine, to have been carefully 
collected and classified. But here, again we must say that 
the whole ought to have been about half the length it is. 

The second half of the book is a simple reprint of the rules, 
orders, and forms, issued some time ago by the committee of 
judges. In this part of the book Mr. Will has not intro- 
duced anything whatever of his own. He has not even in- 
serted cross references from the rules to the forms, or from 
the forms to the rules, or from: either to the earlier pages 
of his book, but has simply left everything as he found it. 
And yet this reprinted matter occupies more than half the 
total number of pages in the volume. 

Upon the whole we have no doubt that this book will be 
found serviceable by the class of persons to whom it is 
addressed, though the same service might well have been 
rendered in a shorter space. But the book does not pretend 
to any permanent place in legal literature. A treatise on 
any set of miscellaneous changes in the law is read only so 
long as the new matter is quite new. As soon as the new 
provisions and the old have become fused in men’s minds and 
memories, and this very soon comes te be the case, books of 
this class cease to be of value. 


The Law Magazine and Law Review. No. XLVIII. Feb- 
ruary, 1868, 
The February number of the Law Magazine and Review 
contains a good deal that is worthy of the perusal both of legal 


and lay readers. The first article concerns a subject deserv- 
ing of far more consideration than it hasas yet met with, 
either from the public or the Legislature—the topic of Cor- 
rupt Practices at Elections. We have now been legislating 
on this subject, more or less, for some 130 odd years, and 
with what result? The malpractices against which the 
Legislature has contended, or affected to contend, are as 
common as ever, if not commoner, though conducted less 
openly than of yore. It would not be correct to say that the 
evil escapes general notice by being thus negotiated beneath 
the surface, for the extent to which corruption now 
prevails at Parliamentary elections is a matter of public 
notoriety, but it may be true that the Legislative body are 
thus furnished with an excuse for not taking pains to get at 
the root of the matter. We have already noticed some re- 
marks in previous numbers of the Law Magazine, by Mr, 
Serjeant Pulling, upon the best probable means of dealing 
with electoral corruption. Serjeant Pulling’s view coincided 
with that which has been repeatedly advocated in our own 
columns, viz., that the real defect in our present legislation on 
this head, is its providing no machinery for ensuring that there 
shall be an investigation whenever there is anything to inves- 
tigate, and leaving the initiation of election inquiries wholly 
to that system of chance-petitions which has by long experi- 
ace been found to work so inefficiently. ‘The writer in the 
current nunyber of the Law Magazine adopts the same view ; 
the bulk of his article, however, is occupied by a general 
€xamination of the provisions of the Government bill of last 
Session, not forgetting the important amendment made by the 
Commons, relative to the referring of election inquiries for 
decision by the judges, which just at the present moment has 








been brought so immediately before the attention of the pub- 
lic. We may add that the variation thus proposed by Parlia- 
ment, and opposed by the Bench, is supported by the writer in 
the Law Magazine. 

A second article relates to the Court of Appeal in Chan- 
cery, and sapports by cogent arguments the view shared 
by ourselves, in common, we believe, with the bulk of the 
profession that the late Chancery Appeal Despatch of Busi- 
ness Act has proved the very reverse of a boon either to 
litigants or lawyers. An article upon “ Incompetency on 
the ground of interest” sets forth the inconveniences and 
evils arising from the present rules of evidence in this re- 
spect. The writer, however, has expended his main strength 
upon poetical similes and references to Shakespeare, 
Dickens, and other narrators of moving incidents, There 
is also an article upon ‘‘ Law reform and local jurisdic- 
tion,” the writer of which is of opinion that so far as ad- 
vocacy in the County Courts is concerned, the late Act will 
not effect very much change. The “ pleaders in chambers ” 
and London agencies he thinks will suffer, and the local 
bars of Manchester, Birmingham, &c., will probably be 
swelled by accessions of juniors. Although, however, this 
writer thinks that what he terms “ the balance of the two 
branches of the profession” will not be disturbed in any 
appreciable degree; he opines that the amount of work 
thrown upon the county courts by the new Act will be 
such that these courts will require to be reconstructed in 
order to enable them to grapple with it. 

In addition to the matter which we have thus briefly 
noticed, the current number also contains an obituary of 
the late Mr. Edward James, besides articles on Maritime 
law, Parliamentary Government, Poor Law Administration, 
the Fenian Trials, and other subjects. A tendency to an 
excessive diffuseness of style pervades the greater part of 
the contributions to this number ; they are, however, still 
worth perusing. Finally, the reader is presented with the cus- 
tomary summary of theeventsof the quarter, which, however, 
can hardly be called with propriety a summary, consisting 
as it does of a succession of documents printed entire, such, 
for instance, as the Circular of the Digest Commission, the 
correspondence between Mr. Digby Seymourand Mr. Jus- 
tice Blackburn, relative to the three Fenians convicted at 
Manchester, &c., &c., and a single obituary notice, which 
last is (we must presume), by an inadvertence, extracted 
without acknowledgment from our own columns, 












COURTS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
CHESTERFIELD. 
(Before Geo. Russet, Esq., Judge.) 
Jan. 23.—Re Oscroft, a bankrupt ; Ex parte The Chesterfield 
Brewery Company. 

Where the sheriff or the bailiff of the county court is in pos- 
session, under an execution, of goods of a bankrupt, such goods 
having been previously assigned by the bankrupt, sulject to a 
condition for redemption on payment of a debt on notice, with a 
stipulation that he shall retain possession of them until default, 
the goods so retained by him and seized in execution will not be 
deemed to be in his “order and disposition” with “ the consent 
of the true owner” within the meaning of section 125 of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1849, and will not pass to the assignees. 

The bankrupt, by bill of sale, dated 2nd May, 1866, as- 
signed to the Chesterfield Brewery Company certain furni- 
ture, &e.,in his dwelling-house, as a security for £65 and 
interest. The deed contained the usual power of sale, with 
a proviso that the power should not be exercised until after 
one clear day’s notice requiring payment of the principal 
and interest money, and that until default the goods should 
remain in the possession of Oscroft. This deed was duly 
registered, 

On the 27th July, 1867, the goods were seized by the 
bailiff of this Court under an execution at the suit of 
Simpson & Birks, and on the same day the brewery com- 
pany served him with notice of the assignment to them, and 
that they claimed the goods. 

On the 30th July the brewery company served on Oscroft 
notice to pay them the principal and interest ‘on 
the Ist August,” and, in default, that they should sell the 
goods under the authority in the bill of sale. 

On the 31st July the high bailiff took out an interpleader 
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summons between the execution creditors (Birks & Simpson) 
and the claimants under the bill of sale (the brewery com- 
pany). 

The bankrupt, Oscroft, filed his petition in bankruptcy in 
this court at 10.50 a.m. on Wednesday, the 31st July, before 
the bill of sale to the claimants became absolute under the 
notice; and, on receiving notice of the bankruptcy, the 
execution creditors withdrew from the interpleader, 

At the court, held on the 21st August, an order was 
made by the Court (upon the application of the creditors’ 
assignee) for the sale of the goods for the benefit of the 
creditors of the bankrupt under the 125th section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1849, on the ground that the chattels 
were, at the date of the bankruptcy, in the possession of tle 
bankrupt, with the consent of the true owners thereof (the 
brewery company). 

The creditors’ assignee took possession of the goods on 
the 23rd August, and sold them a few days afterwards, 

Mr. Busby now, on behalf of the brewery company, ap- 
plied to the Court to rescind the order of the 2Ist of 
August, and to order the proceeds of the sale of the chattels 
claimed by his clients to be paid over to them, on the 
ground that there had been no notice given by the credi- 
tors’ assignee to the claimants, of the intention to make the 
application to the Court; that the order was invalid as the 
goods were not in the order and disposition of the bankrupt 
within the meaning of the 125th section, as the claimants 
had terminated his possession by the notice they had served 
upon him; that the possession was taken out of the bank- 
rupt by the seizure by the bailiff under the execution, at 
the suit of Simpson & Birks, and the possession thereunder 
contested by the claimants under the bill of sale. 

Mr. Gee, for the creditors’s assignee, contended that the 
order ofthe 21st August was perfectly valid, and was properly 
made on the ex parte application of the creditors’ assignee, 
citing Ex parte Wood, re Sutton, 4De G. M.& G. 861; Heslop 
v. Baker, 20 L, J. Exch. 350; Barrow v. Bell, 4 W. R. 16 
3 El. & B. 510; Freshney v. Carrick, 26 L. J. Ex. 129; 
Badger v. Shaw, 8 W. R. 210; Hall v. Day, 2 FL. & 
F. 568; and Re Jones, Gaz. of Bkcy. 8th Jan. 1862. These 
cases showed a clear and regular series of decisions in 
n favour of the assignees, and the only case at all in 
favour of the claimants was that of Ex parte Baldwin, 
6 W. R. 417,which was of questionable authority 

If the goods claimed in this case were to be given up to 
the mortgagees simply because the bailiffs were in posses- 
sion under an execution, it amounted to the absurdity that 
a bill of sale would hold good againsta bankruptcy where 
there was an execution in the premises, whether friendly 
or not, while it would not hold good if there were no execu- 
tion. 

Mr. Russet in delivering judgment, said.—The 
brewery company apply for payment to them of the money 
realized by the sale of the chattels claimed by them under 
their bill of sale, contending that such chattels and effects 
were not in the order and disposition of the bankrupt at 
the time of his bankruptcy, within the meaning of section 
125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1849. I think it must be taken 
to be law, after the case of Ez parte Baldwin, that where 
goods which have been mortgaged before the bankruptcy 
are actually, but not constructively, at the time of the 
bankruptcy in the hands of a bailiff under an execution 
against the bankrupt, they do not pass to his assignee 
under the order of the Court, as being in the order and dis- 
position of the bankrupt with the consent of the true owner. 

Sitting in bankruptcy, I consider the decision in Ex parte 
Baldwin, decided by the Lords Justices, to be binding on 
me until it is overruled, notwithstanding the other cases at 
common law. Now, if we apply that rule of law to the 
present case, it is quite clear that the furniture and effects 
assigned to the brewery company were not, at the time of 
Oscroft’s bankruptcy, in his order and disposition, The 
petition for adjudication was filed at 10.50 a.m. on the 31st 
of July ; before that time the furniture and effects had been 
actually taken possession of by the high bailiff under the 
execution issued out by Messrs. Simpson & Birks, and there 
was a dispute between the brewery company and the exe- 
cution creditors as to who was entitled to the goods; the 
bankrupt, therefore, at the time of his bankruptcy had not 
the order and disposition of the goods, nor were they in 
his apparent ownership; they cannot, therefore, pass to 
the assignees under section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
3849, I think the case of Ex parte Baldwin, pre- 
cisely in point, The case of Barrow vy. Bell, was 





cited and relied on in behalf of the creditor’s Assignee 
but that case may be distinguished on the ground pointed 
out by Sir George Turner in Ex parte Baldwin—viz,,thatng 
possession in fact had been taken by the Sheriff of the morte 
gagees’ goods. The property in the furniture passed tothe 
brewery company under the bill of sale; they were on) 
precluded by the proviso from taking possession of them 
until the 2nd of August. I think that they are entitled tg 
have the money, for which the effects included in their iy} 
of sale were sold, paid out to them, The judgment is bageq 
on the short ground that at the time of the bankruptcy the 
furniture and effects were not in the possession of the bank. 
rupt with the consent of the true owner ; they were in the 
actual possession of the high bailiff under the executi 
and therefore they cannot be sold and disposed of for the 
benefit of the creditors under the bankruptcy, and the 
money in court, which the goods in question realized, must 
be paid out to the brewery company. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wattrer Buttar Ross,* of Ipswich, has been Ap. 
pointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery, 
Mr. WitttaM SHERRATT, solicitor, of Wrexham and Llan. 


gollen, has been appointed a Commissioner to Administer 
Oaths in Chancery. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Raitway ComPANIES AND LANDOWNERS, 

Sir,—With regard to the ultimate rights of landowners 
whose land has been taken for the purposes of the railway, 
is there not good ground for arguing that if all other 
sources of payment fail they are entitled to be paid out of 
the tolls of the undertaking in priority to all other charges 
on the tolls ? 

On the one hand we nave the strongest decisions and 
dicta in favour of the right of the landowner, in respect of 
his unpaid purchase-money: from the Master of the 
Rolls, in Walker v. Ware Railway Company, 14 W, R. 
158, 1 L. R. Eq. 195; and Sedgwick v. Watford and 
Rickmansworth Railway Company, 16 W. R. Ch. Dig, 
146; from Vice-Chancellor Stuart in Bishop of Win- 
chester v. Mid-Hants Railway Company, 16 W. R. 72; 5 
L. R. Eq. 17 ; from Vice-Chancellor Malins in many un- 
reported cases which have recently come before him, and 
of which you mention in your last number that of Twining 
v. Tottenham and Hampstead Railway, and from Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood in the assent which he gave, in the recent case 
of the Cambrian Railway Company, 16 W. R. 346, to the 
principles of the cases just mentioned. These cases leave 
nodoubt but that the landowner has a lien for his unpaid 
purchase-money upon his land, even when incorporated 
in the railway. 

On the other hand, when the landowner wishes to ad- 
vance a further step, and obtain the relief which is incident 
to his lien, and to enforce his rights by sale of his land, he 
encounters a difficulty in the public character of the under- 
taking which his rights affect, 

It is true that the Master of the Rolls, in the cases of 
Walker v. Ware Railway Company (supra), avd Sedgwick v. 
Watford and Rickmansworth Railway Company (supra), made 
an order for sale of the plaintiff's land in default of pay- 
ment by thecompany; and, as before noticed, those cases 
were approved by Vice-Chancellor Wood, but they would 
seem to be opposed to the decision of the Lords Justices 
in the Bishop’s Waltham Railway Compuny’s case, 15 W.R. 
96, 2 L. R. Ch. 884, as understood by Vice-Chancellor 
Malins, and to the feeling of the Court in Pell v. Northamp- 
ton Railway Company, 15 W. R. 27, 2 L. R. Ch. 100; and 
we have little doubt but that an application to enforce the 
lien by sale of a part of a railway would be refused by & 
court of appeal. . ; 

If then the clear right of a landowner to enforce his 
lien by sale is arrested by the Court on behalf of the 
railway and in its interests, it must surely be upon terms 





* This gentleman has already been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
missioner for taking the acknowledgments ef deeds by married 
women in and for the county of Snffolk. The appointment, made last 
year, accidentally escaped notice in our columns, 
























































































feb. 15,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


321 








of payment so far as the railway has any moneys at all 
wherewith to pay. The landowner’s property is of the 
root and foundation of the whole undertaking—an 
: and essential part—it is incorporated subject to 
the obligation of its being paid for, and the claims in re- 
of it might well be held to be a first charge upon the 
tolls of the railway. P 

The rights of the mortgage creditors are eertainly, to be 
paid out of the tolls; but only so far as they represent the 
net earnings of the line. The receiver of the tolls ap- 

inted by the Court of Chancery is directed to pay out of 
the tolls ‘‘all expenses necessary and proper for the main- 
taining and working the undertaking.” And it is only out 
of the residue of the tolls after such payments that the 

e creditors are to be satisfied. 

Take the case of the Great Eastern Railway. All their 
rolling stock has been assigned to trustees upon trust, 
among other things, to allow the railway to use it at a 
certain rent; and accordingly the receiver of the tolls, who 
has been appointed by the Court, pays such rent out of 
the tolls before he pays the balance into the bank. The 
rent is deducted as one of the expenses necessary and 
proper for the maintaining and working the undertaking ; 
but if the landowner were not restrained from enforcing 
the rights in all other cases incident to the lien, it would 
be equally indispensable for the maintaining and working 
the undertaking that his lien should be discharged, 

If then, the company seek to purehase (as it were) the 
privilege of depriving the vendor of the full benefit of his 
undoubted lien, and without which privilege their whole 
undertaking might be rendered futile, they are surely 
bound to pay for it out of the first moneys that come to 
their hands, as the very sine qué non of their existence, 

That the landowner should be left wholly without remedy 
s0 long as the railway company is in existence, and it may 
be actually earning money by the use of the land which 
has been forcibly taken from the owner, cannot have been 
the meaning of the Legislature in authorising the con- 
struction of the railway, and giving to the company its 
extraordinary powers. 

As Lord Westbury recently said (Ricket v. Directors, 
$c. of the Metropolitan Railway Company, 15 W. BR. 937, 2 
L. R. H. L. 175, 202) repeating the views of Lord Eldon, 
the railway Acts must be ‘‘ treated as contracts between 
the companies and the Legislature.’ ’ 

The company seeks for parliamentary powers to make 
theline, and for that purpose to take the land of strangers; 
that is conceded by the Legislature, but upon one condition, 
that the land taken shall be paid for. 

That is the basis of the whole negotiation. 

The company further seeks for the authority of Parlia- 
ment to borrow money , and obtains it, but the loans so made 
are for the convenience of the company, and the persons 
lending money on the security offered take, as it were, under 
the company, and subject to the obligation of compensating 
the landowners upon condition of which alone the Legisla- 
ture sanctioned the projects of the company in the first in- 
stance. ‘The mortgage creditors can take no greater right in 
the tolls of the undertaking than the company have them- 
selves, and the company are already pledged, as the primary 
term of the contract with the Legislature, to compensate 
landowners whose land they may require to take. 

The undertaking is a ‘‘ living whole,” and land taken for 
the railway passes into it, but it does so subject to the 
charge for compensation moneys, und the mortgage creditor 
who takes his security on the tolls of the undertaking takes 
his security on the tolls of the undertaking so charged. 

T. M.M. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Feb., 1868. 

[Some remarks on this subject will be found in another 
column. Ep. S. J 








IRELAND. 


Tuomas L, Lerror, Esq., has been appointed Registrar to 
the Lord Chief Justice, in place of W. J. Napier, Esq., re- 
signed, 








At a meeting, on Thursday, in Glasgow, of the Scotch share- 
holders of the Atlantic Telegraph Company, it was unanimously 





resolved that the meeting has full confidence in the directors, 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION. 


[Abridged] Report or THE Committee for the year 1867 
(29th annual report) presented to the Annual Meeting 
held on Monday, the 13th January, 1868, at the Chambers 
of the Association, Cross-street chambers, Cross-street, 
Manchester. 

The Report states that in addition to the sum of £750 16s. 0d 
Stock, and an accumulation of dividends thereon, the trea- 
surer has in hand, to the credit of the Association, £76 8s. 3d. 

With reference to the legislative results of the session,of 
1867, attention is called to the following :— 

Sale of Land by Auction Bill.—This bill, as brought from 
the Lords to the Commons, appearing to the committee to 
contain provisions of a very objectionable nature, as tending 
needlessly to fetter sales by auction, and to afford facilities 
for repudiating purchases on technical grounds, they presented 
a petition against the main features of the bill, but approving 
of the provision abolishing the practice of the Court of 
Chancery in opening biddings upon a mere advance of price. 
The most objectionable clauses having been struck out, the bill 
was passed, retaining the clause approved of. 

County Court Acts Amendment Bill.—During the progress 
of this bill and within a day or two of the prorogation of 
Parliament, the honorary secretary learnt that a clause had 
been introduced in committee by Mr. Locke, providing that 
where any action should be brought in any other court than 
the Superior Court, the plaintiff should not recover more costs 
than he would have been allowed if the action had been 
brought in a county court. As such a clause would practi- 
cally have prevented all actions being brought in the Man- 
chester and Salford Courts of Record, and all below £50 
being brought in the Liverpool Court of Passage, he at once 
communicated with the officials of the two former courts 
and such steps as the limited time allowed were immediately 
taken to get the clause withdrawn or struck out. Fortunately, 
in consequence of the joint action of the Liverpool Law 
Society and the Town Clerk of Liverpool, and the exertions of 
Mr. Graves, M.P., a compromise was effected, and the clause 
(29 of the Act) was altered so as only to apply to actions in 
which the verdict recovered is less than £10. 

Since the passing of the Act the committee have directed 
their attention to the Rules and Scale of Costs proposed to 
be issued under the Act, the draft of which was submitted by 
the Committee of County Court Judges ; a full and able report 
thereon, and also on the Act itself, was prepared by a sub- 
committee, and communicated to the Committee of Ceunty 
Court Judges. ‘The committee have also corresponded with 
various law societies onthe subjeet, and with a view to further 
joint action being taken if necessary, in order to obtain a more 
liberal sale of costs. ‘These efforts have met with some success 
as regards the scale in actions above £20; a proper scale in 
actions below that amount is however much needed. 

Bankruptcy Consolidation ‘and Amendment Bankruptcy Acts 
Repeal, and Judgment Debtors Bills, were referred to the 
consideration of the sub-committee, but as they were with- 
drawn at an early stage it was not necessary to make any re- 
port upon them, 

Attorneys’ Certificate Duty Bill.—The committee presented 
® petition to the House of Commons in support of the bill 
which, however, did not pass, 

Common Pleas at Lancaster (Prothonotaries) Bill.—The last 
report of the Association referréd to a Draft Bill for the esta- 
blishment of District Prothonotaries which the Earl uf Devon, 
the then Chancellor of the Duchy, had prepared, and intended 
to introduce into the House, the provisions of which were by 

no means satisfactory. On the suggestion of the Chancellor, a 
deputation from the committee, consisting of Mr. Baker and 
the honorary secretary, had an interview with Mr. H. W. 
West, the Attorney-General for the Duchy, The result of this 
interview and of Mr. West’s subsequent communication with 
the chancellor was the introduction of a bill into the House 
of Lords which met with the entire approval of the Association. 
This bill passed the Lords, but, unfortunately, the Earl of 
Devon retired from the office of Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster, and the conduct of the Bill in the House of Com- 
mons devolved upon Colonel Wilson Patten, the new chan- 
cellor, to whom the subject was entirely new, and who, not 
having the advantage of belonging to the higher branch of the 
profession, felt a difficulty in mastering its details. The Cem- 
mittee petitioned in favour of the bill, and Mr. Baker, as re- 
presenting your association, went to London, where he met a 
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deputation from the Liverpool Law Society, and had inter- 
views with the Chancellor of the Duchy and various M.P.s. 
The Chancellor was informed that your association were 
willing to consent to the withdrawal of some of the clauses 
giving increased powers to the district prothonotaries. if the 
bill establishing local registries could be carried ; but the op- 
position, which came mainly from the members for Preston, 
aided by Mr. Brett, Q.C., was too strong, and the chancellor 
of the duchy withdrew the bill. 

Amalgamation of Courts of Record.—In the early part of 
the past year Mr. Baker was led to believe that a scheme 
could be framed which would obtain the assent of all the 
officials interested in these courts, and especially those of the 
Salford Court, and after making certain preliminary enquiries 
he brought the subject before the committee, who gave their 
hearty assent to the movement, and the committee now re- 
port that a scheme has been decided upon which has 
received the concurrence of the Earl of Sefton, as High 
Steward of the Hundred of Salford, the Council of the City of 
Manchester, the Judges of the two Courts, the Deputy Steward 
of the Salford Court, the Registrars, and in fact every party 
directly interested. (See Appendix A.) 

After communication with the Manchester city council and 
town clerk, the latter was instructed to give the requisite notices 
for the introduction of a bill in the ensuing session of 
Parliament ; this bill has been drawn and deposited in due 
juin in the House of Lords, and the committee hope that in 
the course of the present year it will become law, and the exist- 
ence of two separate and distinct courts in the Hundred of 
Salford known only as a matter of history. An application 
has been made by the president to the magistrates for the 
hundred, who have promised to allow the use of the Assize 
courts, free of rent, for the sittings of the Amalgamated Court. 

Additional Judges—Re-arrangement of the Legal Year 
and Judicature Commission.—A deputation from the associa- 
tion, consisting of Messrs. Baker and Bunting, met at the 
Westminster Palace Hotel, Deputations from Liverpool, Bir- 
mingham and several other Law Societies, which passed a 
series of resolutions, which will be found in the Appendix B. to 
this Report. 

Several members of the deputation had an interview the 
following day with the Lord Chancellor, in the course of 
which his Lordship stated that the wants of the north were 
set forth in the letter which had been addressed to the Earl of 
Derby by the Manchester and Liverpool Law Associations, 
which will be found in the Appendix B. to the last Report of 
your Association. He also stated that he was impressed with 
the necessity of there being a district circuit for the county 
of Lancaster ; that, as regarded the appointment of additional 
judges, there was great difference of opinion ; that the judges 
were unanimously against the establishment of a new court ; 
that there were objections to the fusion of the courts, owing to 
the peculiar business of which the Queen’s Bench and the Ex- 
chequer of Pleas took cognizance, and that if a Practice 
Court were established he thought its decision should be final, 
To a scheme for the re-arrangement of the legal year he made 
no objection, but laid great stress on the necessity of there 
being a Royal Commission, before whom these subjects could 
be laid. He said that the Chancery Judges agreed in think- 
ing that additional Equity Judges were not required. His 
Lordship concluded by expressing his desire of introducing 
such alterations as might on mature consideration be found 
necessary. 

The Royal Commission moved for hy Sir Roundell Palmer 
in the House of Commons to enquire into the Constitution of 
the Superior Courts of Law and Equity, though appointed, 
had not as yet held its sittings but the committee had been in 
communication both with the London and Provincial Law 
Associations upon the subject, and had taken steps with a 
view to bringing before the Commissioners the views of the 
association and the pro fession upon the various matters within 
the scope of the commission, F 

Taxation of Solicitors’ Costs.—A member of the association 
having complained of the disallowance from his bill, against 
the trustee and executor of a will, of certain items, on a taxa- 
tion, at the instance of a cestui que trust, under the * third 
party clause” of the Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Act, in which 
the master having adopted, as to some items in the bill, the 
principle that where business is done by the solicitor on the 
instructions of his client (the trustee), which may not be 
necessary for the trust, the solicitor is still entitled, on such a 
taxation, to have the items allowed, though the trustee may 
afterwards have to pay them out of his own pocket, had dis- 
allowed the items in question to which the same principle was 


SS 
applicable,—the committee, after very carefully considerin the 
question, were strongly of opinion that the matter involved a 
principle of importance to the profession, and that there wera 
good grounds for an appeal against the Master's decision . 
they therefore, after the opinion of counsel had been taken jn 
favour of the appeal, resolved to assist in raising the question 
so as to obtain the judgment of the Court on the principle in. 
volved. ‘The appeal was accordingly heard before the Master 
of the Rolls, and though unsuccessful, the decision yi] 
furnish a useful guide to the profession in similar cases— 
Re Brown, 15 W. R. 1030, L. R. 4 Eq. 464. 

Stamping Deeds——The Committee applied to the Com. 
missioners of :Inland Revenue to allow deeds and other docu. 
ments to be left for stamping at the Stamp Office in Manches. 
ter, instead of being forwarded to an agent in London for the 
purpose. The Board, however, after some correspondence, de. 
clined to make the requisite arrangements, stating that they 
considered the proposition “altogether inadmissible.” 

The report also states the particulars of the mecting of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, and that of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, at Manchester, on the 8th 
and 9th October. 


APPENDIX A. 


Suggestions for the Amalgamation of the Courts of Record 
for the City of Manchester and for the Hundred of Salford, 


The title of the amalgamated ‘court to be “The Court of 
Record for the Hundred of Salford.” 

The offices of the court to be at the Manchester Town Hall, 

The court to have jurisdiction over the Hundred of Salford, 
including the City of Manchester, with power to try actions of 
an unlimited amount, 

The sittings of the court to be held in the City of Man- 
chester six times in the year, at the Assize Courts, on the under. 
standing that such accommodation can be obtained without 
charge for rent. 

The present Judge of the Manchester Court of Record and 
Joseph Kay, Esq., the present Judge of the Salford Hundred 
Court, to sit alternately as Judges of the amalgamated court. 

The future judge of the amalgamated court to be appointed 
(if the Government so approve) by the Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster. 

The office and dignity of the Earl of Sefton, as Steward of 
the Hundred -f Salford, to be in no way affected, and the 
fees upon all proceedings in the amalgamated court which 
arise within the jurisdiction of the present Court of Record 
for the Hundred of Salford of be calculated, and the same 
proportion thereof paid to the Steward of the Court, as is set 
forth in 9 & 10 Vict. cap. 126, sec. 30, “ An Act for more 
effectually regulating the Salford Hundred Court, for extend- 
ing the jurisdiction and powers of the said Court, and for 
establishing and constituting it a Court of Record.” 

The Corporation of Manchester to be at the expense of 
obtaining an Act of Parliament for carrying out the proposed 
amalgamation, in which Act shall be contained clauses that 
no objection shall be taken to the jurisdiction of the court, 
unless it is pleaded and such plea supported by affidavit, that 
such court shall have power to try all actions—that in case of 
illness of judge a deputy may be appointed—that writs may 
be served out of the jurisdiction of the court without a special 
order, and that special juries may be summoned for the trial 
of issues of fact. 

The suggestions also provide for the salaries of the judges 
and registrars, etc. Reasons are then given for the amalgama- 
tion of the Courts of Reeord for the City of Manchester and 
Hundred of Salford. e.g. Theinconveniences in cases where, 
causes of action arising within the local boundaries of the 
two courts, neither of them has jurisdiction; as for instance, 
where goods are sold within the boundaries of one court and 
delivered within the boundaries of the other, if an action is 
brought to recover the price of such goods in either court, the 
defendant may plead want of jurisdiction, when the plaintiff 
has to pay the defendant's costs. Constant complaints, 
it is said, are made to the court officials in this 
class of cases, which are of frequent occurrence. The only 
safe course in such cases is for the owner of the goods to 
bring his action in one of the Superior Courts. This is done 
at great expense and delay. It is therefore obvious that the 
amalgamation of the courts, which would remove this evil, 
would be of immense advantage, by enabling suitors in all 
these cases to have their causes of action tried in their own 
local courts at home at a small expense, instead of being 





compelled as at present to take proceedings in the Courts of 
Westminster.) 
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The uncertainty existing as to the boundaries of the two 
eurts, the expense, loss of time, and delay consequent on the 
moval of judgments obtained in either court, when ren- 
dered necessary by the defendant removing his residence 
within the jurisdiction of the other court. 

The inconvenience resulting from both courts at times sit- 
ing on the same day. 
wthe suggestions further state that many persons decline to 
gue in the county courts, owing to the power of the judges 
which is habitually exercised) to make orders for payment 
of debts by instalments, while it is notorious that a large pro- 

ion of the actions brought into the courts of record, 
where no such power exists, are settled after the service of 










t. 
The proposition of giving an increased jurisdiction to the 
ated courts is most important. It would relieve the 
gssizes, which are overburthened with business, of many local 
eases which could be as well tried in the amalgamated court, 
and ata much less cost, besides which, as the amalgamated 
court would be held six times a year, such actions would be 
tried at earlier intervals, and without the suspension of pro- 
ceedings, which oecurs in the superior courts between the 
10th August and 24th October in each year. 

The proposed amalgamation would have the effect of giving 
Manchester a superior bar. 

The members of both branches of the profession are 
wanimously in favour of the amalgamation. The great in- 
convenience would be removed arising from the practice of 
the two local courts being in several important respects 
different—frem the costs and court fees being also in many 
respects different—from nearly all the attorneys and counsels’ 
offices being within the city of Manchester, and at an in- 
convenient distance from the present offices of the Salford 
Court. A person serving on a jury in the amalgamated 
court need not be called upon to serve again for a period of 
six or seven years, and the service might exempt him from 
serving at both the City and Salford Sessions for at least one 
year from such service. 

The scheme has been submitted to the Earl of Sefton, and 
his solicitor has since intimated his Lordship’s concurrence. 
‘ Ithas also been submitted to and received the assent of 
Joseph Kay, Esq., the Judge of the Salford Court of Record, 
and of Mr. James Hilton Hulme, the Registrar of the Court; 
Henry Wyndham West, Esq., the Judge of the Manchester 
Court of Record also approves of it. 


APPENDIX B, 

At a meeting of deputations from the under-mentioned 
law societies in England, held at the Westminster Palace 
Hotel, January 11th, 1867. 

Present from Liverpool, Mr. Bateson and Mr. Lowndes ; 
Manchester, Mr. Baker and Mr. Bunting ; Birmingham, Mr. 
Ryland, Mr. Beale, and Mr. Allen; Hull, Mr. Robertsand Mr. 
Thorney; Sunderland, Mr. Robinson. 

a Bateson, president of the Liverpool Law Society, in the 
ir. 

Letters were read from several of the provincial law 
societies, concurring in the general objects of the meeting. 
After a lengthened discussion the following resolutions were 
passed unanimously :— 

Ist. That, in the opinion of the meeting, the increasing 
business of the country urgently demands the appointment of 
additional common law judges. 

2nd. That the number of additional judges should be 
five; and that a fourth common law court should be con- 
a to consist of a chief justice and four puisne 
u 






































Be 
3rd. That it would facilitate the administration of justice 
if each of the puisne judges were appointed a judge of all the 
common law courts. 

4th. That, instead of the present mode of disposing of 
business at chambers, the following changes be recommended: 
That all summonses not attended by counsel or special 
pleader shall be heard by one of the masters, subject to ap- 
peal to a Court, to be called “The Practico Court,” and 
that all summonses attended by counsel or special pleader 
shall be heard by that Court; and that such Practice Court 
be presided over by one of the puisne judges, who shall have 
Jurisdiction in all matters of practice and pleading arising 
in any of the courts, subject to an appeal to the full Court, as 
at present existing, from chambers. 

5th. That a provision should be made for holding a third 
or Winter Assize, for the trial of civil causes, throughout 





not sufficiently large to justify a separate assize for each assize 
town, it is desirable that a central town should be fixed upon, 
where the third assize for the whole circuit shall be held. 

The following re-arrangement of the legal year was re- 





























commended:— 
TERMS, ETC. To Begin To End | No. of 
Days. 
MicuaELMas TERM 24th October | 22nd Nov. 30 
Sittings after. | 23rd Nov.. 21st Dec. 29 
Christmas Vacation. 22nd Dec. . 6thJan. . 16 
For the Winter Circuits | 7th January 14th Feb. . 39 
Easter Term . . .| 15th Feb.. 16th March | 29 
Sittings after. | 17th March . | 13th April 28 
For the Spring Circuits | 14th April. 18th May .« 35 
Easter Vacation . - | 19th May. 26th May . 7 
Trinity Term . . .| 27th May. 25th June. 30 
Sittings after . | 26th June. 23rd July . 28 
For the Summer Circuits | 24th July . 27th August] 35 
Long Vacation. From end of | 23rd Oct. . 
Circuits. 





The following resolution was also agreed upon ;— 

That, in the opinion of this meetirig it is desirable that the 
number of judges in Chancery should be increased; and that 
the best mode of making such increasa of judges available 
would be by assigning two judges to each court, one to sit in 
court while the other is sitting in chambers; each judge to 
work out his ewn decrees in conformity with the policy of the 
Acts of 1852. 

That a deputation from this meeting do wait upon the Lord 
Chancellor for the purpese of presenting him with a copy of 
the above resolutions. 

Witt1am G. Bateson, Chairman. 

The following gentlemen were elected the officers and 
committee of the association for the ensuing year:— 

President, Mr. G. B. Withington; vice-presidents, Mr. 
Thomas Holden, Mr. Joseph Janion; treasurer, Mr. James 
Street; honorary secretary, Mr. S. Unwin; chairman of 
committee, Mr. W. H. Guest; deputy-chairman, Mr. John 
Peacock; committee, Mr. J, P. Aston, Mr. James Barrow, 
Mr. Thomas Baker, Mr. J. F. Beever, Mr. James Bond, Mr. 
Thomas Claye, Mr. R. B. B. Cobbett, Mr. John Cooper, Mr. 
Adam Fox, Mr. W. H. Guest, Mr. T. Grundy (Princess-st.), 
Mr. George Hadfield, Jun., Mr. S. Heelis, Mr. A. Humphrys, 
Mr. Thomas Jepson, Mr. Alfred Leaf, Mr. Francis Marriott, 
Mr. William Orford, Mr. H, W. Parker, Mr.J. B, Payne, Mr * 
John Peacock, Mr. John Ponsonby, Mr. Richard Radford, 
Mr. John Summerscales, Mr. George Taylor, Mr. George 
Thorley, Mr. W. L. Welsh, Mr. G. F. Wharton, Mr. M. 
Bateson Wood, Mr. Percy Woolley. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

Ata meeting of this society, held on Wednesday last, 
at Clement’s Inn Hall, with Mr. L. C. Barnard in the chair, 
the question ef excluding subjects of a purely legal charac- 
ter from the debates was fully considered, and the opinion 
of the meeting being decidedly against excluding such sub- 
jects, the motion was then withdrawn, 

On Thursday evening a lecture was delivered to the mem- 
bers of the society by David Nasmith, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, on“ The Study of the Law concerning Contracts.” 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution on Tuesday last the following ques- 
tion was discussed :—A., during his last illness, signed a 
memorandum whereby he declared that he held a sum of 
£1,000 Consols, then standing in his name, in trust (in the 
event of his not recovering from such illness), for B. A. did 
not recover, but died witheut expressing any alteration of in- 
tention. Can B. compel a transfer of the Consols by A.’s 
executors, Duffield v. Elwes, 1 Bligh N.S.497; Lewin on 
Trusts, 4th ed. ; 1 Vict.,c. 26. The debate was opened by 
Mr. Turner in the affirmative, and on a division the question 
was carried in that way by a majority of four. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 
The Preliminary Examination in General Knowledge will 
take place on Wednesday the 8th and Thursday the 9th July, 





the country; and that in those circuits where the business is 


1868, and will comprise :— 
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1. Reading aloud a passage from some English Author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4. Writing a short English Composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English History. 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. I. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modern. 3. French. 
4. German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 
_ The Special Examiners have selected the following Books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
bered 9 at the Examination on the 8th and 9th July, 1868 :— 


In Latin . Cicero, De Officiis, Book I., or Virgil, 
Afneid, Book VI. 
In Greek . Euripides, Medea. 


In Modern Greek Beyroris ‘Ieropia rig "Apatpixiis BiBaioy 'G 


In French . . Chateaubriand, Atala, or Racine, Esther. 


In German . . Schiller, Maria Stuart, or Goethe, Egmont. 

In Spanish. . . Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx., 
both inclusive; or Moratin, El Si de 
las Ninas. 

In Italian . . Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 


both inclusive, or, Tassos Gerusalemme, 
4, 5, 6 cantos ; and Volpe’s Eton Ita- 
lian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candi- 
date will be examined in one language only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of 
the above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following Towns:—Birmingham, Durham, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, Brighton, Exeter, Oxford, Bristol, Lancaster, Ply- 
mouth, Cambridge, Leeds, Salisbury, Cardiff, Lincoln, 
Shrewsbury, Carlisle, Liverpool, Swansea, Carmarthen 
Maidstone, Worcester, Chester, Manchester, York. 

Candidates are required by the Judges’ Orders to give one 
calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa- 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





COURT PAPERS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

Adjournments to the Master of the Rolls in Chambers 
will, _ Hilary Term, 1868, be divided into two lists, A 
and B. 

List A will consist of cases in which no counsel is in- 
structed for any of the parties, and will be taken by the 
Master of the Rolls at 3.30 p.m. 

List B will consist of cases in which counsel for any 
party is instructed, and will be taken at 4.15. p.m., or as 
soon afterwards as the case in list A, then on, is disposed of. 

The remainder of list A will be taken after list B is dis- 
posed of. 

No case will be put in list B unless notice is given to the 
Chief Clerk one clear day before the adjournment day, by 
entering the same in the book kept for that purpose. 

Master of the Rolls’ Chambers, 

January, 1868. 





Inns oF Court Lenpinc LirrAry.—The second annual 
meeting was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday evening. Mr. Vernon Harcourt, Esq., Q.C., presided. 
J. Macgregor, Esq. (Rob Roy), G. Chance, Esq. &c., &e., were 
also present. The secretary (Mr. W. H. Waugh) read the re- 
rt, which gave a glowing account of the progress of the 
brary, which now contains nearly 800 volumes of first class 
works and 21 volumes of the newest books obtained from 
Mudies (exchangeable weekly) which have numbered 137 during 
the year. There are ninety-six subscribers, all of whom are 
clerks to members of the Bar, for whose use the library is 
established. Books have been exchanged 2,158 times ; Mudie’s 
being exchanged 590 times, giving an average of sixteen 
per day, when the library has been open, and twenty-three 
exchanges per member for the year. Amongst a num- 
ber of the Bench and the Bar who have supported the 
lib by donations may be mentioned Lord Chief Justice 
Bovil, Vis Uhinedies ood, Mr. Justice Lush, Mr S&S. 
Temple, Q.C., Mr. Overend, Q.C., Mr. Forsyth, Q.C., Hon. 





&e. 


members, 


G. Denman, Q.C..°M.P., Mr. Vernon Harcourt, Q 
The chairman made a short address on the ; 

of the library, and expressed his pleasure that b 

the most valuable works were brought within 


— 
C., &,, 


y this Means 
reach of all the 


and observing also on the peculiar relation exist 


between the barrister and his clerk, so different from that 


which exists in any other profession. 


A vote of thanks to the 


council of the Law Institution for the gratuitous use of the 


room, and to Mr. Harcourt, Q.C., 


proceedings. 


for presiding, closed the 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK, 


Last Quotation, Feb. 14, 1868, 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted,} 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 93} 
Ditto for Account, 93} 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 93 
New 3 per Cent., 93: 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— 


Annuities, April, 85 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Ex Bills, £1000, per Ct. 20 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do —20pm 

Ditto, £100 & £200, 20 pm 
Bank of England Stock, 5 per 

Ct. (last half-year, 249 

Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


{ndia Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 
Ditto for Account 

Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80 112} 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 1013 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.— 


Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 193 

Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79, } 

Ditto Debentures, per Cent, 
April, 64 — 

Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 

Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 35 pm 

Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 35 pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 














































Shares. Railways. |Paid, Closing Prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ..........ss00 eevcescccees 100 87 
Stock | Caledonian.........csseevee houeendye vee! 100 77k 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .. .| 100 102 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... ..| 100 303 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... ! 100 7} 
Stock | Great Northern | 100 109 
Stock Do., A Stock* | 100 110 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland, 100 98 
Stock | Great Western— Original ..............-s0008 | 100 47} 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford | 100 30 
Stock D0.,d0.—N€WPOFrt c.roceressseeseere 100 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........sssceoee 100 127 
Stock | London. Srighton, and South “oast......| 100 46 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover 100 194 
Stock | London and North-Western.,. 100 119§ 
Stock | London and South-Western 100 39 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 100 434 
Stock | Metropolitan 100 1:04 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 107% 
Steck | Do., Birmingham and Derby .........++ 100 76 
Stock | North British crecccccccrccccccsssscscsssscscesees 100 354 
Stock | North London ..,.......s008 cana souaipedneneas 100 116 
10 aT TUE Cobacserenscatecpaxensinughossvoncoreespen 74 84 
8tock | North Staffordshire 100 60 
Stock | South Devon .........ccesserseereeses cesseceeseese| 100 46 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 733 
Stock | Taff Vale 100 148 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Mongy Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The week opened somewhat gloomily, the funds and the 
Railway Market being very flat, though foreign securities 
showed more firmness. With respect to the Metropolitan Rail- 
way Company, the decision of Vice-Chancellor Wood 
had of course a depressing influence upon these shares, but 
upon the dismissal by his Honour of the application to restrain 
the payment of the 5} per cent. dividend, the shares 
began to recover. The appeal before the Lord Chancellor is 
still pending, Mr. Amphlet, Q.C., for the respondents, not 
having concluded his address when the Court rose on Friday 
afternoon. The exportations of gold appear to have exercised an 
unfavourable influence upon Consols, but after a few days of 
depression an improved tone has been visible; Railway stocks 
too have improved, though in certain descriptions the important 

roceedings pending in Chancery must necessarily give rise to 
spe aur ah Foreign securities conversely are somewhat heavier 
than they were a few days ago. 

Rentes 68f. 87c. 

At the annual general meeting of the Law Life Assurance 
Society, held last Saturday, Mr. E. R. Turner, of the Chancery 
Bar, was chosen a trustee, in the room of his father, the late Lord 
Justice. It ap ed from the report that the assets of the society 
on Dec. 31, 467, exceeded five and a quarter millions sterling, 
and that its ee income eneunies to half im The 
number of policies effected during the year was 209, mages 
£370,947, and producing in annual seuienas £18,576, an 
being an increase over last year of 12 in the number of poli- 
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jes and of £3,603, in premiums receivable thereunder. The 
amount of claims accrued upon death during the past year had 
—Sums assured undor 212 policies, £215,852; bonus pay- 


| ne therewith, £89,456—together, £305,308. “During the last 


years the society had paid no less a sum than two and a 
haf millions Srling in etalon upon death, including bonuses, 
gince the establishment of the society the amount paid 
in claims upon death is upwards of seven and a-half 
nillions sterling, of which amount one and three-quarter 
millions has been by way of bonus. The sum appear- 
ing as charges of management had been £7,055 19s. 3d., inclusive 
ofthe sum assigned by the naps as remuneration to the 
directors, amounting to about 2 per cent. upon the society’sincome. 
The directors proposed, subject to the sanction of the proprie- 
tors, to pay in — next a bonus of 3s. per share in addition 
to the ordinary dividend of £3 12s. per share. The balance- 
sheet showed as to proprietor’s guarantee fund a balance on 
the 3lst of December last of £882,724 2s. 8d; on assurance 
fand, $4,440,192 4s. 6d.; and unused drafts for claims, 
&e., in course of payment, £25,720 9s.—together £5,348,636 
16s. 2d. On the other side, investments in Government se- 
curities, £264,353 ; debentures and bonds, £496,468; invest- 
ments on mortgage (principal and on £4,108,433 ; loans 
on policies (principal and interest), £128,531; Connemara and 
Mayo estates, 213,340 ; and other items, leaving a balance at the 
bankers of £30,675 16s. 2d. 

The report having been adopted, the proceedings terminated 
with a vote of thanks to the chairman (Mr. R. Nicholson). 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Joun H. Dean, 
Leasehold, 18 houses, Nos. 8 to 25, Three Mill-!ane, Bromley, producing 
$257 8s. per annum ; term, 90 years from 1858, at £45 per annum— 
Sold for £1,600. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
Jan. 30.—By Messrs. Furser & Price. 
Leasehold residence, No. 9, Warwick-gardens, let at £60 per annum, 
term & ground rent, similar to above—Sold for £970. 
Leasehold residence, No, 12, Lowther-cottages, Holloway, let at £47 
per annum, term, 663 years unexpired at £6 per annum—Soid for £450. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

fREELAND~—On Feb. 10, at No. 10, Church-terrace, Lee, Kent, the 
wife of Parker W. Freeland, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

HARCOURT—On Feb. 7, at Cliff Villa, Lewisham, the wife of Clarence 
Harcourt, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

HELLARD—On Feb. 9, the wife of Alexander Hellard, Esq., Solicitor, 
Portsmouth, of a daughter. 

RYDALL—On Feb. 10, at 16, Talbot-terrace, Westbourne-park, the 
wife of John H. Lydall, Esq., of a son. 

PIPEK—On Feb. 4, the wife of J. P. Piper, Esq., Solicitor, of Bedford, 


of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE. 

MILLWOOD—AMOS—0n Feb. 11, at Holy Trinity Church, Clapham- 
common, William Millwood, Esq., B A, Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Middle Temple, son of Wm. Millwood, Esq., Ravenor House, Green- 
ford, Middlesex, to Sarah Elizabeth, daughter of C. E. Amos, Esq., 
C.E., No. 5, Cedars-road, Clapham-common. 

DEATHS, 

ANDERSON—On Feb. 2, at 4, Athole-place, Edinburgh, Robert Smythe 
Anderson, Esq., W.S. 

LAWRENCE—On Feb. 12, Emma Mary, wifeof Harry Hanslip Law- 
rence, Esq., Solicitor, of No. 30, Bedford-square, W.C. 

PEACHEY—On Feb. 6, at his residence, Roden House, Hornsey-lane, 
N., John Peachey, Esq., Solicitor, of Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, 

iT 





aged 61. 

SUMMERSCALES—On Feb. 5, at Arnside, Westmoreland, John Sum- 
merscales, Esq., Solicitor, of Higher-field, Werneth, Oldham, Lanca- 
shire, aged 61, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


OMinding-up of Point Stock Comvantes. 
FripaY, Feb, 7, 1868. 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 

European Central Railway Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
Wood has fixed March 2, at 10, at his chambers, for the appointment 
of an official liquidator. 

Imperial Land and Investment Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 4, directed to be heard before the Master 
the Rolls on Feb 15. Bastard, Philpot-lane, solicitor fonthe peti- 
tioner. 

South of France Wine Growing Districts Company (Limited).—Credi- 
tors are required, on or before March 39, to send their names ani 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henry McCreight, 6, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. Thursday, April 
9, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims. 

United English and Scottish Life Insurance Company (Limited).— 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, by an order dated Jan 30, appointed 
George Augustus Cape, 8, Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before March 2, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Wednesday, March 11, at 12.30, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 





Tvuespay, Feb. 11, 1868, 
LiMiTED in CHANCERY. 

Anglo-Romano Water Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated Jan 25, ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the above company be continued. Mercer & Mercer, Mincing- 
lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

County and General Gas Consumers’ Company (Limited).—Vice- 
Chancellor Malins has, by an order dated Jan 31, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Peckham, Gt Knight Rider-st, Doc- 
tor’s-commons, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Towyn Gas Lighting and Coal and Coke Company (Limited).—The 
Master of the Rolls has, by an order dated Jan 30, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Wilkin, Tokenhouse-yard, solicitor 
for the petitioners. : : 

Friendly Societies Dissolbed. 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1868. 
Schoolmasters’ Association in the North of England, Newcastle-upon 


Tyne. Jan 5. 
Tuespay, Feb 11, 1868. 
oo Benefit Society, Parochial Schoolroom, Clapham, Surrey. 
eb 6. 
Henley-in-Arden Friendly Society, Red Lion Inn, Henley-in-Arden, 
Warwick. Feb 5. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Dav of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1868. 

Brocas, Bernard, Beaurepaire-pk, Hants, Esq. Feb 28. Cottrell v 
Barker, M. R. 

= Charles, Marylebone, Captain. Feb 21. Herbert » Harrison, 

.C, Stuart. 

Meacock, Wm Richd, Passy, nr Paris, Esq. Feb 28. Sadler v Maugham, 
V.C. Malins. 

Shaw, Jas Davidson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Northumberland, Esq. 
March 5. Goddard » Shaw, V.C. Malins. 

Woods, John Jas, Ditton-green, Surrey, Market Gardener. Feb 17. 
Herrick v Woods, V.C. Malins. 

Tuespay, Feb. 11, 1868. 

Brealey, John, Stoke Newington, Gent. March 10. Nixon v Garstie, 
V.C. Malins. 

ag a Wm, Ramsgate, Kent. March 4. Loxley » Donne, V.C, 

ins. 

Collings, Geo, Lunatic Asylum, Fisherton, Wilts. March 5. Collings 
» Collings, V.C. Malins, 

Dixcee, Thos Bellew, Woodfield-rd, Harrow-rd, Engineer. March 6, 
Carter » Stevens, V.C. Wood. 

Dickson, Wm Hy, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. March 6, Blackburn 
v Stokes, M. R. 

Drew, Geo, Mount Pleasant, Gray’s-inn-lane, Timber Merchant. March 
6. Drew v Drew, V.C. Wood. ; 

Flockton, Webster, Weybridge, Essex, Seed Crusher. March7. Flock- 
ton v Bunning, V.C. Stuart. 

Guthrie, Sophia, Scotscalder, Scotland. March 5. Inglis v Guthrie, 
V.C. Malins. 

Wryghte, Wm Chas, Rich Lodge, Earl’s Court-rd, Kensington, March 
7. Keyes v Radcliffe, V.C. Malins. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Wict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, Feb. 7, 1868. 
so Soa Thos, Broughton, Manch, Gent. April 23. Aston & Co, 
anch. 

Baylis, Joseph Robt, Brompton-sq, Esq. April 15. Rivington, Fen- 
church -bides, 

Bean, Wm, Heath-st, Hampstead. March 6.. Hacon, Fenchurch-st. 

Bell, John ‘Thos, Gloucester-p!, Hyde Park-gardens, Esq. March 7. 
Young’& Co, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 

Cole, Thos, Bristol, Petato Merchant. Feb 28. Hamlin, Redhill. 

Davies, Frances, Hereford, Widow. March 31. Davies, Widemarsh-st, 

Early, Jas, Lavham-pl, South Lambeth New-rd. April 4. Snell, 
George-st, Mansion-house. 

East, Thos Bolt, Bermondsey-st, Leather Dresser. March 15. Whites 
& Co, Barge-yard-chambers, Bucklersbury. 

Haines, Geo, Eaton-sq, Pimlico, Gent. March 13, Burn, Gresham-st. 

Hodgson, Wm, Islip-st, Kentish-town-rd, Currier. Marchl. Law- 
son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Miller, Wm, Chesterton, Cambridge, Butler of Trinity Hall. April 
3. Francis & Co, Cambridge. 

Rayment, Wm, Kingston-upon-Haull, Licensed Victualler. March 10. 
Rollit & Son, Hall. 

Smith, Hy Turner, Chalton, Bedford,Gardener. March9. Chapman,’ 
Biggleswade. 

Smith, Archibald Johnstone, Friston-villas, Richmond, Engineer. 
March |. Berry, Chancery-lane. 

Spink, Martha, Filey, York, Widow. March 20. Calvert, York, 

Spooner, Richd, West Worthing, Sussex. March 25. Hunter & Co, 
New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Stopford, The Rev Geo Powys, Northampton, Barton Seagrave. March 
12. Frere & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Taylor, Robt Chas, Campbell-ter, Bow-rd, Gent. March 13. Burn, 


Gresham-st. 
Turspay, Feb. 11, 1868. 

Bagshaw, Wm, Compton-ter, Islington, Accountant, April?. Bagshaw, 
Old Broad-st. 

Bates, Edwd, Essex-lodge, Boundary-rd, St John’s-wood, Esq. March 

. }. Greatorex, Chancery-lane. 

Bensted, Wm, Hartley Court, Kent, Farmer. March 9. Haywards & 
Co, Essex-st, Strand. 

Birch, Jas, Park-lane, Croydon, Solicitor. April 6, Young & Co, 
Frederick’s-pl, Old oe 

Breeze, Sam!, Abermule Mill, Montgomery, Gent. March 3!. Woos- 
nam, Newtown. 

Burgin, Jas, Sheffield, Boet Dealer. March 21. Creswick, Sheffield. 

Chennell, Amelia, Wheathampstead, Hertford, Widow. March 1%, 
Field, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, 

Conyngham, Geo Lenox, jun, Eaton-sq. March 21. Warry & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Conyngham, Geo Lenox, Eaton-sq, Chief Clerk in the Foreign Office: 
March 21. Warry & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
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Fairburn, Danl, Kingston-upon-Hull, Master Mariner. March 25. 
Phillips, Hull. 
Fry, Bruges, Cheddar, Somerset, Coroner. March 23. Bennett, 


Axbridge. . 
Grant, Chas, Old Burlington-mews, Regent’s-st, Livery Stable Keeper. 
March 10. Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st. 


Hoe, Eliz, Addison-rd, Kennington, Spinster. April 22. Barron, 
Guildford-st, Russel-sq 
Miller, Boyd, Collier’s Wood, Mitcham, Esq. May 1. Maples & Co, 


Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 
Nicholson, Geo Kerr, St Saviour’s, Jersey, Esq. April 26. Langhorne, 
Wakefield, 
Palmer, Thos, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. 
Tunstall, Fenchurch-bldgs 
yn Jas ‘Cranwell, Cambridge, Jeweller. April 1. Harris & Knowles, 
ambrid, 
Phillips, Savi, Chalton-st, Euston-rd, Widow. March 16. Wehnert, 
King-st, Cheapside. 
Pritchard, Thos Kimberley, Manchester-st, Surgeon. April 1. Patti- 
son & Co, Lombard-st. 
Ridley, Chas, Charlotte-st, Bedford-sq, Surgeon. May 1. Cowdell & 
Grundy, Abchurch-lane. 
yo Hugh, Me ae ates ty Somerset, Esq. April 15. Fussell 
& Prichard, Bristo 


March 25. Hillearys & 


Roxburgh, Andrew, ‘Shipley, York, Pattern Designer. March 25. 
Thompson, Bradford. 

Savery, Chas, Leamington, Warwick, Esq. July 30. Prideaux & 
Clark, Bristol. 

Sinclair, John, Brighton, Esq. April 7. Taylor & Co, Gt James-st, 
Bedford-row. 

Stannard, John, Stratford, Essex, Gent. March 25. Hillearys& Tun- 
stall, Fenchurch-bldgs, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 


Fripay, Feb 7, 1868, 
—_ Thos, Aylesbury, Bucks, Upholsterer. Feb 5. Comp. Reg 


merebad, Wm, Leicester, Shoemaker. Jan 24. Asst. Reg Feb 6. 

—, pase, Rochester, Kent, Civil Engineer. Feb 4. Comp. 
eg Fe 

a ve, John, Nottingham, Warehouseman. Jan 31. Asst. 
eg Fe 

eg amatten, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 25. Asst. 
eg Fe 

Bourner, Charles, Dev seabnoanem, Old Kent-rd, Comm Agent. 
Febl. Comp. Reg Feb 4 

ner: Sarah, Bury, Lancaster, Beerseller. Jan 13. Asst. Reg 

Bromley, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Jan 24. Asst. Reg 


ee aw Wm, Plymouth, Devon, Tobacconist. Jan 14. Asst. 

eg Feb 

atee Fe a , Basingstoke, Southampton, Mason. Jan 9. Comp. 
eg 

Chantler. Chas,'Guildford, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Jan 31. Comp. 


Reg Feb 6, 
= yo ay Thos, Bury-st, Westminster, Attorney. Jan 15. Asst. 
Reg 
ome Arthar Hy, Old Cavendish-st, Auctioneer. Jan 18. C omp. 
eg Fe’ 
oo Novi Milbank-st, Westminster, Corn Dealer. Jan7. Asst. 
Reg Feb 4. 


Cumming, Fraser ane, Richmond-rd, Bayswater, Merchant. Jan 30° 
Asst. Reg Feb 

Dolan, Wm, Guildford, Surrey, Tailor. Jan 30. Comp. Reg Feb 6, 

Durham, Thos, Howland- -st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Engraver. Jan 27. 
Comp. Reg Feb 4. 

Floyd, Jas, Princes Risborough. Jan 30. Comp. Reg Feb 6. 

Froud, Geo, Brookfield-rd, Victoria Park, Builder. Jan 10. Asst. 

He, 8 "Cook John, Pelham-ter, Notting-hill. Feb 3. Comp. Reg 


eb 
Hadfield, Robt, & George Hadfield, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Marufac- 
turers. Jan 16, Asst. Reg Feb *. 
Hankinson, Benj — Great Bridge, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 27, 
Comp. Reg Feb 6 
Hawthorn, tes, Church-st Hackney, Manufacturing Jeweller. Jan 
30. Comp. Reg Feb 5. 
as Wm, illingham, Dorset, Talior, Jan 18. Asst. Reg 
Hedley. vd Middlesbrough, York, Coal Merchant. Jan 25. Comp. 
g Fe 
Heward, Emma, Berkeley Villas, Brixton, & Lydia pames Ives, 
Clapham-rise, School Proprietors. Feb 4. Asst. Reg Feb 
Higgs, a eae grove, Old Kent-rd, Lighterman. Feb 5. ieee 
‘e 
Boden, “ae Harvy, Union-rd, Victoria Park, Clerk. Feb 3. Comp. 
ge Fe 
Hollings, Edmund, Boneteati, near Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Jan. 
17. Asst. Reg Feb 6. 
— ene, Crowley Bar, Derby, Shopkeeper. Jan 25, Comp. 
Hunter, Wm, Jarrow, Durham, Provision Dealer. Jan 24. Comp. 
Reg Feb 6. 
Jones, Wm Hy, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. Nov 22. Asst. Reb Feb 3 
Kay, John, Stamford-st, $Blackfriars-rd, Mantle Maker. Jan 24, 
Comp. Reg Feb 4. 
King, Hy, Bristol, Warehouseman. Jan14. Asst. Reg Feb 5. 
Loewe, Benj Daniel, & John Baller Rolle Langford, New London-st, 
Ship Brokers. Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb5, 
— —e Gateshead, Durham, Provision Dealer. Jan 27. Comp. 


Marriot, Eliza, Victoria, Rowell, Northampton, Widow. 
Asst. Reg Feb 6, 


Jan 13. 
4 
the John, Attercliffe, York, Grocer, Jan 29, Asst. Reg 
e 


i Owen, Tottenham-court-ra, Victualler. Jan 10. Asst. Reg, 
e ‘ 





Morgan, Thos, South Audley-st, Tailor. Jan 30. Conn, Reg Feb 3 
pac Wm, Bushby, Paddington, Florist. Jan 3. Comp, Reg 
e 


b 8, 
Moss, isaac, & Abraham Moss. \- memmeneia Trimming Mannfacty. 
rers. Jan29. Asst. Reg Feb 5 
Neill, Jas, Bradford, York, Contractor. Jan 14. Comp. Reg Feb4, 
Nicolson Angus, Birmingham, Draper. Jan 17. Asst. Reg Feb 6, 
Oakes, Alfred, Kentish Town-rd, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Feb3, 
Comp. Reg Feb 7. 
O'Sullivan, Jerome, Liverpool, Hosier. Jan 15. Comp. Reg Feb 5, 


Parry, Robert Griffith, Chester, Provision Dealer. Jan 10, Comp, 
Reg Feb 6 

Peacock, Thos, Mow Cop, Chester, Collier. Jan3l. As:t. Reg Febs, 

Price, Thos, David, Addiscombe, Surrey, Commission Agent, Jan 
22. Asst. Reg F ‘eb 7. 

sda a Benj, Cheshunt, Hertford, Grocer. Jan 23. Comp. Reg 


pos, 5 Elizabeth, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. Jan 11, Asst, 
pee reer Preston, Lancaster, Timber Dealer. Jan 30. Asst, 
Senthver, ttm, West Hartlepool, Durham, Builder. Jan 9. Comp, 
Robineod, aie, Birkenhead Chester, Grocer. Jan 27. Asst. Reg 


Saunders, Thos, Canterbury, Draper. Feb4. Comp. Reg Feb6, 

Short, Samuel & and Richard Bailey, Barnstaple Devon, Watchmakers, 
Jan 31. Asst. Reg Feb 6. 

Simpson, Henry, Egremont, Cumberland, Grocer. Jan 11. Comp, 
Reg Feb 5. 

Smith, Emanuel, or Stafford, Buckingham, Carpenter. Jan 2), 
Asst. Reg Fe 

Stubbs, Thos, Sas, Woodford, Essex, Gentleman, Jan 17. Comp, 
Reg Feb 4. 

Tabberer, John, Small-heath, Warwick, out of business. Jan 31, 
Comp. Reg Feb 4. 

Thomas, on Brunswick-place, Hoxton, Tailor. Jan 24, Comp, 
Reg Feb 6. 

Wallis, John, Hart-st, Grosvenor-square, Grocer. Jan 24. Comp, 
Reg Feb 

Wallis, vin Geo Dennett, Princes-st, Westminster, Law Stationer, 
Jan 31. Comp. Reg Feb 6 

Ward, — Barrow-in Furness, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan ll. Comp, 
Re 

woe Al Allred Ipswich, Suffolk, Grocer. Jan 17. Comp. Reg Feb 6, 

Whitaker, Catherine, & Margaret Whitaker, Manchester, Drapers. 
Jan8. Comp. Reg Feb 

—. hr agi Hartly, iceseiel: Bank Manager. Feb 5. Asst. 
Reg F 

Weolling,’ wm, Little Dawley, Salop, Provision Dealer. Feb 6, Comp. 
Reg Feb 7. 

TvuespaY, Feb. 18, 1868, 

Afflick, Robt, Lpool, Draper. Jan 29. Asst. Reg Feb 8 

Andrew, Jas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Cotten Waste Dealer, 
Jan 24. Comp. Reg Feb 

ny jun, Siaffield. “Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 5, Comp. 
Reg Fe 

Bailes, Hy, Elmdale ar Surrey, Manufacturer of Linen Goods, Feb 
7. Comp. Reg Feb 1l. 

Bailey, Jas, aeeeuy Lodge, Kilburn, Builder. Jan 14. Inspector- 
ship. Reg 

bag Edwd, Harborne, Stafford, Attorney. Jan 14. Comp. Reg 

Feb 8 


Barker, John, Broad-st, Lambeth, Victualler. Feb 10. Comp. Reg 
Feb 1 


Barry, Fredk, City-rd, Doctor. Feb4. Comp. Reg Feb 7. 

Bemment, Chas, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Carter. Jan 13. Asst. Reg 
Feb 8. 

Blackwell, Saml, Birm, Retail Brewer. Feb 5. Comp. Reg Feb6. 

Bingham, John, Bury, ees ig Refreshment House Keeper. Jan 
15. Conv. Reg Feb 1 

Bishop, Robt, p nae Old-ford-rd, Carman. Feb 5. Comp. 
Reg Feb 10. 

Brown, Chas, Kings-rd, Chelsea, House Decorator. Jan 25. Cemp. 
Reg Fi 

creping. Jas Jos, Norwich, General Agent. Jan 25, Comp. Reg 
F 

Cannot, Gustave Adolphe, vate Haymarket, Paper Merchant. 
Feb 10. Comp. Reg Feb 10, 

ati Edwd, Manchester, Warehouseman. Feb7. Comp. Reg 
Feb 11 

Clark, Adam, Leicester, Grocer. Feb3. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Clynes, Thos, Manch, Wine Cooper. Jan 17. Comp. Reg Feb 1. 

“, Edwd, Falmouth, Cornwall, Grocer. Jan 23. Comp. Reg 


10 
coleman, Saml, Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan20, Comp. Reg 
Feb 10. 


Cox, Domonick, Manch, Hawker. Feb6. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 
es Hy, ‘Aberyschan, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 25. Comp. Reg 
Fe’ 

Dixon, Eliz, Saxilby, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 27. Comp. keg Feb 10. 
Dodge, Wm, Sherborne, Dorset, Farmer. Febi. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 
Drake, John, & Danl Drake, Norwich, Soda Water Manufacturers. 
Feb 1. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Eyres, Jas, Manch, Dyer. Feb4. Comp. Reg Feb 8. 

a am Milnthorpe, Westmoreland, Tailor. Feb 3. Comp. 
Reg Fe 

Ganeess | ‘Geo, Oldham, Lancaster, Fiagger. Jan 13, Asst. Reg 


Hall, Hy, Headingly, Leeds, Chemist. Jan 14. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Hall, John Barnes, Moreton-st, Pimlico, Jeweller. Feb 4. Comp. 

Reg Feb 10. 

mn — = agen, Chickenly, York, Mill Owner. Jan 20. 
omp- Feb 

Hazel, Wm, ioe. Lancaster, Tobacconist. Jan 15. Comp. 


Reg Feb 10. 
Sowell puehen, Herbert-st, Hoxton, Milliner. Jan 31, Comp. Reg 
feb 1 
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Howlett, Ann, Norwich, Ironmonger. Jan 13. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Humpherson, Hy, Birm, Screw Maker. Feb4. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Hungate, Jas Anning, Walford-rd, Hornsey, Commercial Clerk. Feb 
5. Comp. Feb 11. 

Ibbotson, Thos Hamer, Glossop, Derby, Paper Manufacturer. Feb 6. 
Inspectorship. Reg Feb 10. 

Jagger, John, Claremount, York, Stone Delver. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 


Feb 8. 
Johnson, Fredk John, Moseley, Wercester, Publican. Feb 7. Comp. 


Reg Feb 8. ; 
Jones, Ebenezer Morgan, Lambeth-walk, Hosier. Jan 23. Asst. Reg 


Feb 8. 
Ketley, Jonathan, Dudley, Worcester, Iron-master. Jon 2. Comp. 


Reg Feb 8. 

Kinchin, oo Selly Oak, Worcester, Retail Brewer. Jan 27. Comp. 
Reg Fe . 

Kingwell, Thos Hugh, Globe-wharf, Mile-end-rd, Biscuit Manufac- 
turer. Jan3l. Comp. Reg Feb 1l. 

Lainson, Geo Fredk, Greenwich, Kent, Linen Draper. Jan23. Asst. 
Reg Feb 8, 

Lee, Fredk, Danbury, Essex, Grocer. Jan 31. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Marsden, Geo Anthony, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Jan13. Comp. 
Reg Feb 8. 

Yeas Joseph, jon, Bristol, Bootmaker. Feb 6. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Murray, Thos, Lpool, Draper. Jan 22. Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Pain, John Taylor, Ciarendon-rd, Notting-hill, Coal Merchant, Feb 
7. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Perry, Robt, Bath, Miller. Jan 14. Comp. Reg Feb 8. ¢ ; 

Rhodes, Jas, & John Jas Richardson, Leeds, Hackel and Gill Pin 
Makers. Jan 16. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

Robinson. Jehn, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Jeweller. Jan 29. 
Asst. Reg Feb 10. 

Rutland,Wm, Dorset-pl, Dorset-sq, Auctioneer. Feb 5. Comp. Reg 
F 


‘eb 6, 

Smith, Selim, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Milliner. Jan 18. Comp. 
Reg Feb 10. 

Straus, Abraham, Back Church-lane, Commercial-rd East, Boot 
Manufacturer. Jan 31. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 

a yy Jonas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Machinist. Jan 23. Comp. Reg 
eb 8 


Thackwray, Fredk, Harrogate, York, Commission Agent. Feb 5. 
Asst. Reg Feb &. 

Thompson, John Myers, Dewsbury, York, Woollen Draper. Feb 6. 
Comp. Reg Feb 7. 

Tubbs, Fredk, Archer-st, Westbourne-grove, Ironmongers. Jan 17. 
Asst. Reg Feb 1). 

Wain, John, Belper, Derby, Contractor. Feb 6. Asst. Reg Feb 8. 

Waite, Thos Phillips, Louth, Lincoln, Attorney. Jan15. Asst. Reg 


Feb 7. 
Wansbrough, Ernest Geo, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Painter. 
Jan 27, Asst. Reg Feb ll. 
Welch, John Wellington, Grovenor-st, Oxford-st, Agent. Feb 6. 
Comp. Reg Feb 11. 
——o John, Brighton, Sussex, Butcher. Feb 6. Comp. Reg 
eb 10, 
Bankruypts. 


Frrpay, Feb, 7. 


To Surrender in London. 

Allard, Stephen, Provost-st, New North-rd, Watchman. Pet Feb 5, 
Feb 26 at 2. Brighton, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Allam, John, Selbourne, Hants, Farmer. Pet Feb5. Pepys. Feb 
27at2. Gray, Little Tower-st. 

Bennett, Horace, Upper John-st, Golden-sq, Professor of Music. Pet 
Feb 4. Murray. Feb 24at1l. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Berlyn, Philip, Hutchinson-avenue, Houndsditch, Jeweller. Pet Feb 
6. Murray. Feb 24at1l2. Dobie, Basinghall-st 

Betts, Wm Hy, Pentonville-rd, Auctioneer. Pet Feb 4. Feb 26 at 11. 
Day, St Swithins-lane. 

Biggs, Chas, New Rurlington-mews, Regent-st, Job Master. Pet Feb 
4, Pepys. Feb 27 atl. Chappell, Golden-sq. 

Bingham, John, ore ya Westminster, Parliamentary Agent. 
Pet Nov6. Feb 24atl. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Blachford, Eliza, Britannia-st, Hoxton, Baker, Pet Feb 3. Roche. 
Feb 19 at 1. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Bookham, Thos, Broad-st, Ratcliffe, Licensed; Victualler. Pet Jan 28. 
Roche. Feb 19 atl. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Brighten, Geo Clarke, Auckland-st, Vauxhal), out of business. Pet 
Feb 5. Pepys. Feb 27 at2. Lewis & Whitbourne, Basinghall-st. 
Bryant, Thos, Freeland-ter, Bromley, Kent, Builder. Pet Feb 1, 
Pepys. Feb 25 at 1. Cann, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 

Cohen, Solomon, Houndsditch, Cap Manufacturer. Pet Feb 3, Feb 24 
at2, Sydney, Bishopsgate-st Within. 

Craker, Chas, Forest-rd, Dalston, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 29. Feb 19 
at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Eales, Richd, Ruislip, Hay Salesman. Pet Feb 1. Feb 24 at 1. 
George, Jermyn-st, St James’. 

Entwistle, Wm Hy, Great York-mews, Marylebone, Chair Maker. 
Pet Feb 4. Murray. Feb 24at11. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Foster, Wm Jas, George-lane, Woodford, Essex, out of employment. 
Pet Feb 3. Pepys. Feb 25 atl. Clennell, Great Knight Rider-st. 

franklin, Gershon, Goodman's-fields, Superintendent of the Jews 
Orphan Asylum. Pet Feb 4, Murray. Feb 24 at 12, Sydney & 
Son, Finsbury-circus. 

Gannaway, Alfred Joseph, Southampton, House Agent. Pet Feb 3. 
Feb 24 at 2. Mackey, Southampton. 

Gilet, Alphonso, Beaumont-sq, Stepvey, Grocer. Pet Febl. Feb 24. 
atl, Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Grady, Thos Western, Hastings Sussex, Grocer, Pet Feb 3. Roche. 
Feb 17 at !. Lydall, Southampton-bidgs. 

Hales, Sir Nathaniel, Bart, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 4. 
(for pau). Pepys. Feb 27at12. Drake, Basinghall-st, 

Hayward, Richd, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 5. 
Murray. Feb 24at1. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Howes, Jas, Upper William-st, St John’s-wood, out of business. Pet 
Feb 3. Pepys. Feb 25at2, Long, Pitfield-st. 

Hurst, Ambrose Maude, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Jan 31. 
(for pau). Feb 27 at 2, Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 





Hutt, Geo, Walbrook, Iron Merchant. Pet Feb 4. Feb 26 at 12, 
Perry, Guildhall chambers. 

Jenkins,Joseph Kevitt, Leyton, Essex, Comm Agent, Pet Feb 3. Feb 
24 at 2 Angell. Guildball-yard. . 

Jones, Edwd Joseph, Turk’s Head-ct, Golden-lane, Packing Case 
Maker. Pet Feb 3. Feb 26at12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Lee, John, Hutchinsons-avenue, Gravel-lane, Houndsditch, General 
Dealer. Pet Feb1. Pepys. Feb27at1. Rigby, Coleman-st. 

Lowe, Saml, South End, Croydon, Eating-house Keeper. Pet Feb 5. 
Feb 26 at 2. Parry, Croydon. 

Margetts, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 4(forpan). Pepys. 
Feb 27 at 12. Drake, Basinghall. 

Oakley, Wm, Whitecross-st, Greengrocer. Pet Feb3. Roche. Feb 
19at1. Newman, Bucklersbury. 

Olivry, Clement Cirille, Poland-st, Oxford-st, Drawing Mount Cutter. 
Pet Feb 5. Pepys. Feb 27 at1. Maniere, Great James-st, Bedford- 


row. 
Parkin. Geo, Wye, Kent, Grazier. Pet Feb4. Murray. Feb 17 atl. 
Dnncan & Murton, Southampton-st, Bl b 


a 
Podmore, Charlotte, Silchester-ter, Notting-hill, out of business. Pet 
Feb 4, Feb 26at12. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 





Pritchard, Richd, Mile End-rd, Medical Herbalist. Pet Jan 30. 
March 2atll. Watson, Coleman-st. 
Raudpitz, Sinney, Addle-st, Wood-st, Merchant. Pet Feb5, Feb 26 


at 2. Steadman, London-wall. 

Roper, Robt, Wilton-ter, Thornton-heath,Comm Agent. Pet Feb 3. 
Pepys, Feb 25 at2. Munton, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Rickett, Geo, Graffham, Huntingdon, Farmer. Pet Feb 3. 
Feb 25 at 2. Fox & Co, Gresham-house. 

Russell, Chas Dupre, Cambridge-ter, Paddington, out of business. 
ee 4. Murray. Feb 24atil. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Bas- 
inghall-st. 

Russell, Wm Walter, Gainsford-st, Horsleydown, Engineer. Pet Feb 
1. Pepys. Feb 27at 12. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 


Pepys. 


Shakespear, Rachel, Pentonville-rd, Milliner, Pet Feb3, Feb 26 at 
11. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Sharp, Hy, Kingsgate-st, Holborn,Smith. Pet Feb3. Roche. Feb 
19atl. Scott, Basinghall-st. 
Sheen, Thos, Holborn-hill, Ironfounder. Pet Jan3l. Feb 24at12, 
Howell, Cheapside. 
Pet Jan 30, 


Spokes, Jas Wm, London-rd, Southwark, Bookseller. 
Pepys. Feb 25at11. Peverley, Gresham-bidgs, Businghall-st. 

Taylor, Wm John, High-st, Wandsworth, Clothier. Pet Jan 29. Mur- 
ray. Feb17 at 1. Solomon, Gresham-st, 

Vaccarino, Francesoc, Waterloo-rd, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet Feb 4. Mur- 
ray. Feb24 at 12. Fry, Mark-lane. 

West, Wm, Beaulieu, Southampten, Baker. Pet {Feb 5. 
Feb 24 at 12. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Wilson, Hy, Southsea, Hants, Retired Assistant Surgeon. Pet Feb 3. 
Pepys. Feb 25 at 2. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 

Wreford, Wm Hy, Old Broad-st, Journalist. Pet Feb 3, Roche. Feb 
19at 12. Ingle & Gooddy, King William-st. 


Murray. 


To Surrender in the Country, 


Autey, Fredk, Crowle, Lincoln, Auctioneer, Pet Feb 5. Leeds, Feb 
26 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, Hull. 


Bacon, ‘Joseph, Mold, Flint, out of business. Pet Feb 1. Eyton. 
Mold, Feb 18 at1!. Hewitt, Flint. 

Baker, Wm, Smethwick, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 3. 
Tudor. Birm, Feb 21 at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Barrett, Hy, Bradford, York, Painter. Pet Jan 31. Bradford, Feb 
18 at9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Bate, Edwin Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Feb 5. Hill, 
Birm, Feb 19 at 12. Woodward & Son, Wednesbury. 

Bickle, Wm Aaron, Newbridge, Cornwall,Innkeeper. Pet Jan 31, 


Bridgman. Tavisteck, Feb 17 at 11. Chilcott, Tavistock. 
Blayds, Robt, Sandbach, Chester, Hosier. Pet Feb 3. Lpool, Feb 18 
at 12. Etty, Lpool. 
Broughton, Jas, Caunton, Nottingham, Carrier. Pet Feb 5, Newton. 
Newark, Feb 19 at 12. Ashley, Newark. 
Bryning, John Paisley, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Pet Jan 18 (for 
pau). Hime. Lpool, Feb 17 at 3. 
Burgess, Joseph, Bristol, Warehouseman. PetFeb4. Harley. Bris- 
tol, March 6 at 12, Clifton. 
Button, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engineer. Tet Feb 5. Phillips. 
ton-upon-Hull, Feb 18at 11. Gilder, Hull. 
Cartwright, John, Sheffield, Billiard Table Maker. Pet Feb6. Wake. 
Sheffield, Feb 19atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Cooney, Christopher, Bournemouth, Hants, Builder, Pet Feb 3. 
Druitt. Christchurch, Feb 21 at 11. Sharp, Christchurch, 
Cooke, Geo, Whitchurch, Shropshire,Cooper. Pet Jan 30. 
Whitchurch, Feb 21 at 10. lestone, Nantwich. 
Cope, Thos, Hartshill, Warwick, Publican. Pet Feb 4. Baxter. Ather- 
stone, Feb 19 at 11. Craddock. 
Day, Geo Fredk, Woodgreen, Hants, Grocer. Pet Feb 3. Johns. 
Fordingbridge, Feb 20 at 10. Ward, Fordingbridge. 
Downs, Wm, Manch, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet Feb 3. Kay. Manch, 
Feb 25 at 9.30. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 
Duell, Robt, Dover, Kent, Hotel Commissioner. Pet Jan3l. Dover, 
Feb 18 at 12.30. Fox, Dover. 
Dupre, Ferdinand, Lpool. Pet Peb4. Lpool,Feb 18 at 11. Etty, 
Lpool. 
Ellis, Geo, Norton Lees, Derby, Farmer. Pet Feb 4. Feb 19 at 12. 
Ryalss & Son, Sheffield. 
Evans, Jas, Bishopston, Gloucester, Matiner. Pet Feb 3. Harley. 
Bristol, Feb 21 at 12. Benson & Elletson. 
Pet Feb 3. LEvershed, 
Pet Feb 5. 


Jones. 


Eves, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Bootmaker. 
Brighton, Feb 20 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Field, Danl Coleman, Broadwater, Sussex, Carpenter. 
Dennett. Worthing, Feb 22at 11.45. Lamb, Brighton. 

Field, Victor Edwin, Alverstoke, Hants, Dispensary Assistant. Pet 
Feb 3. Howard. Portsmouth, Feb 18 at 12, Champ, Portsea. 

Fishburn, John, Haswell Moor, Durham, Pitman. Pet Feb4. Child. 
Hartlepool, Feb 18 at 11. Todd, Hartlepool. 

Gosling, Geo, Ipswich, Suffolk, out of business. Pet July 14. Prety~ 
man, Ipswich, Feb 21 at 11. Hill, Ipswich. , 

Griffiths, Thos, Black Mill, Glamorgan. Pet Feb1. Lewis. Bridg- 
end, Feb 13 at 12, Thomas, Pontypridd, 
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Groves, Thos, Appleby, Westmorland, Builder. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 21 at 12. 


Pet Feb 3. Gibson. 
Bousfield, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Gunn, Nathaniel, Brighton, General Dealer. Pet Feb 5. Evershed. 
Brighton, Feb 24at 11. Mardall, Brighton, 

Harris, Geo Britton, Bristol, out of business. Pet Feb 4. Harley. 
Bristol, March 6 at 12. Beckingham. 

Jacobi, Selli, Falcon-st, Aldersgate-st, Merchant. Pet Feb 3 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, Feb 21 at 11. 

Jack, David, Durham, Basket Maker. Pet Feb 3. 
ham, Feb |9 at 11. Watson, Durham, 

Joh » Geo, Tid ll, Derby, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 3. 
Bakewell, Feb 22 at 12. Wheatcroft, Matlock. 

Johnstone, John, Haxey, Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet Feb 4. 


Greenwell. Dur- 





Hubborsty. 


Hime. 


Truro, 


Hime. 


Exeter, Feb 


Harris. 


Stephen. Leeds, Feb 26 at 12. Toynbee & Larken, Lincoln. 

Kewley, Wm, West Derby, Lancaster, Baker. Pet Feb 3. 
Lpool, Feb 18 at 3. Ritson, Lpool. 

Lanyon, Wm, Truro, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Feb3. Chilcott. 

Feb 19 at 11. Carlyon & Paull, Truro. 

Lawton, Ben, Delph, York, out of business. Pet Feb 1. Summer- 
scales. Saddieworth, Feb 19 at 12. Lawton, Valenciennes, 

Mason, Fredk, Corby, Lincoln, Saddler, Pet Feb 5. Thompson. 
Grantham, Feb 24 at 11. Malim, Grantham. 

Mellor, Robt, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner, Pet Feb 5, Macrae, 
Manch, Feb 20 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

“Morgan, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Feb 4 (for pau). Har- 
ley. Bristol, Feb 21 at 12. 

Neil, Thos, West Derby, Lancaster, Foreman. Pet Feb 4. 

Lpool, Feb 18 at 3. Worship, Lpool. 

O’Brien, Jeremiah, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet Feb 4 
Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, Feb 19 at 11. Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Packer, Thor, Cheltenham, Gloucester, out of business. Pet Feb 3. 
Gale. Cheltenham, Feb 18 at i!. Skinner, Cheltenham. 

Pilling, Wm, Oxton, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 3. Lpool, 
Feb 20at 12. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Poole, John, King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st, Bill Broker. Pet Feb 3 
(for pau). Blaker. Lewes, Feb 21 at 11. 

Prichard, Hogh, Leeds, Engraver. Pet Feb 3. Marshall. Leeds, Feb 
18 at 12. Granger & Son, Leeds. 

Rieber, Fedder Johannes Julius, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet Feb 4, 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 19 at 12. Ingledew & Daggett. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 3 

Robinson, Aaron, & Chas Tomkinson, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Brick- 
layers. Pet Feb 3. Leeds, Feb 24at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Roper, Alex Bradden, Exeter, Harness Maker. Pet Jan 25 (for pau). 
Daw. Exeter, Feb 18 at ll. Floud, Exeter. . 
Rosenthall, Abraham, Birm, Hat Manufacturer. Pet Jan 27. Hill. 

Birm, Feb 19 at 12. Stubbs & Fowke, Birm. 

Russell, John, Oldham, Lancaster, Journeyman Joiner. Pet Feb 3. 
Tweedale. Oldham,Feb 19at 10. Clark, Oldham. 

Saunders, Wm, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Feb 
wi -_ Tonbridge Wells, Feb 21 at 3. Cripps, Tonbridge 

ells, * 

Sermon, Geo, Manch, Veterinary Surgeon. PetFeb3. Kay. Manch, 
Feb 25 at 9.30. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Shaw, Thos, Manch, Cutler. Pet Feb5. Kay. Manch, Feb 25 at 9.30 
Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

Smith, Thos, Shotley Bridge, Durham, out of business. Pet Feb 3. 
Booth. Shotley Bridge, Feb 2lat 11. Taylor, Hexham. 

Smith, Thos Day, Dawlish, Devon, Butcher. Pet Feb 3. 
19at 12. Fryer, Exeter. 

Spencer, Walter, West Malling, Kent, Fruit Grower. Pet Feb 4. Scuda- 
ee. Maidstone, Feb 20 at 14. Peverley, Gresham-bidgs, Basing- 

“st. 

Stone, Isaac, Manch, out of business. Pet Feb 3. Manch, 
Feb 17 at 12. Livett, Manch. 

Stretton, Thos Cox, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Pet Jan 14. 
Sanders. Nottingkam, March 10 at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 

Tunmore, Abraham, Hartlepool, Durham, Publican. Pet Feb 4. 
Child. Hartlepool, Feb 18 at ll. Strover, West Hartlepool. 

Webb, John, jun, Chew Magna, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 
3. Mogg. ‘Temple Cloud, Feb 17 at 12. Benson, Bristol. 

Williams, Robt, Rhyl, Flint, Builder. Pet Feb 4. Lpool, Feb 20 at 11. 
Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Wrensted, John, Tonbridge Wells, Innkeeper. Pet Feb1, Alleyne. 
Tonbridge Wells, Feb 21 at 3. Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Turspay, Feb. 11, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 

Balding, James, Great Dover-st, Borough, Manufacturer. Pet Feb 4. 
Pepys. Feb 24atl. Peverley, Gresham-buiidings, Basinghall-st. 

Baldwin, Thos, Ann’s-terrace, Cambridge-heath, Builder. Pet Feb 8. 
Pepys. Feb 25at12. Crossfield, Hackney-rd. 

Bell, Robt Wm, Tring, Hertford, Builder. Pet Jan 31, Pepys. March 
2atl2. Reed & Co, Gresham-st, 

Botcherby, Jos, Museum-st, Bloomsbury, Job Master. Pet Feb 7. 
Roche. Feb 26 atl}. Gibbon, Bedford-row. 

Brown, Chas, Great Bland-st, Southwark, Carman. Pet Feb6, Pepys. 
Feb 27 at 1. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Buck, Wm, East Farleigh, Kent,Farmer. Pet Feb 7. Murray. Feb 
Feb 24 at 1. Monckton & Co, Raymonds-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Burgess, Lydia, Kesa-villa, Fulham. Widow. Pet Feb6, Feb 26 
at 2. Bickley, Bouverie-st Fleet-st. 

Edwards, Hy, Wellington-terrace, Holloway, Writer. Pet Feb 6. 
Feb 24 at 1, Chester, Newington Butts. 

furey, Daniel, New-st, Dorset-square, Hairdresser. Pet Feb 65. 
Roche. Feb 26 at 11. St Paul, Connaught-terrace, Hyde Park. 

Griffiths, Saml, Palmerston-bldgs, Old Broad-st, Merchaut. Pet Jan 
29. Feb24atll. Lewis, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Hobbs, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 4 (for pau). Brougham. 
Feb 26 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Langridge, Wm, Red Hill, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 8. 
Roche. Feb26at1i2. Richards, Charing-cross. 

Masters, Chas, Oak Village, Mansfield-rd, Kentish-town, Coachmaker. 
Pet Feb 5. Pepys. Feb27at2. Strutt, Adelphi-ter, Strand. 

Miller, Wm, Rushey-green, Lewisham, Builder. Pet Jan 29, March 
2at12. Saxton, Cheapside, 





“ ——$—$—<—— 

Neesham, Geo, & Hy Philby, Southall, Grocers. Pet Feb 7, Roche 
Feb 26 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, . 

Potter, Edwin, King-st, Hammersmith, Draper. Pet Feb 8. March 
at 12. Nind, Basinghall-st. £ 

Pyrke, Thos King, Adelaide-villas, Northumberland-pk, Totten 
nooccupation. Pet Feb3. Feb 24at2. Nind, Basinghalist, ' 

Ryves, Thos ’Jas, Kent House-rd, Major. Pet Feb 6. Pepys, Feb 
27 at2. Merriman & Pike, Austinfriars. 

Smart, John, Brick-lane, Spitalfields, Butcher. Pet Feb 7. March, 
2atil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. ; i 

Smith, Anna Maria, Avenue-rd, Regent’s-pk, Housekeeper. Pet Fey 
4. Pepys. Feb 27 at 12. Dubois & Co, Church-passage, Gresham-st, 

Sparks, Richd, Long-acre, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 5, Pepys 
Feb 27 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 4 

Stocker, Geo, Gloucester-mews West, Hyde-pk, Chimney-sweeper, 
Pet Feb 6. Roche, Feb 26 at 11. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Swift, Wm Alfred, Grafton-st, Bond-st, Hotel Keeper. Pet Feb ¢, 
Pepys. Feb 25at11. Lomax, Old Bond-st. 

Vallas, Geo Prince, Bayham-st, Camden-Town, Zine Worker. Pet 
Feb 7, Pepys. Feb 25 at2. Pittman, Upper Stamford-st, 

Wolf, Jacob, Woburn-pl, Russell-sq, Merchant. Pet Feb 2. March 
2atli. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abrahams, Myers, Dover, Kent, Glazier. Pet Feb 5. Greenhoy, 
Dover, Feb 22 at 12. Fox, Dover. 

Allen, John, Layer de la Haye, Essex, Shoemaker. Pet Feb 6, Barnes, 
Colchester, Feb 29 at 11. Goody, Colchester. 

Bartle, Edward, Gt Harton, York, Painter. Pet Feb7. Bradford, 
Feb 25 at 9,15. Dawson, Bradford. 

Boys, Wm French, Everton, nr Lpool, Linguist. Pet Feb7, Hime, 

pool, Feb 25 at 3. Henry, Lpool. 

Bryars, Michael, Brampton, Derby, Grocer. Pet Feb 7. Wake, 
Chesterfield, Feb 27 at 11. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Cawood, Thos, Stanningley, nr Leeds,out of business. Pet Feb $° 
Marshall. Leeds, Feb 21 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Copner, Thos Watkins, & David Allen Jones, Birkenhead, Chester, 
a Merchants. PetFeb4, Lpool, Feb 24 at 12, Atkinson, 
Lpool. 

Crake, John, St Helen’s, Southport, \Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Feb 
5. Ansdell. St Helen’s, Feb 22at11. Swift, St Helen’s, 

Crankshaw, Wm, Ramsbottom, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet 
Feb 6. Grundy. Bury, Feb 27 at 10. Blackburn, Ramsbottom. . 

Crees, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Jan 22. Howard 
Portsmouth, Feb 29 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Cross, Matthew, Tickering, York, Cattle Dealer. Pet Feb 7. Wilson. 
New Malton, Feb 25 at 11. Dale, York. 

Delany, John, Lpool, Manager. Pet Feb 8. 
Nordon, Lpool. 

Drury, Geo Kelson, Farmborough, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Feb 7. Wilde. Bristol, Feb 21 at1ll. Bartrum, Bath. 
Edwards, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Jan 15. 

Feb 24 at ll. 

Ellis, John, Wakefield, York, Corn Factor. Pet Feb8. Leeds, Feb 24 
at ''. Simpson, Leeds. 

Farrell, Patrick, Salford, Lancaster, Builder, 
Manch; Feb 27 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 
Fie!ding, Jas, Egremont, Chester, Cotton and General Dealer. 

Feb 6. Lpool, Feb 21 at il. Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

Fuller, John Hy, Lpool, Insurance Broker. Pet Feb 8. Lpool, Feb 
22at12. Norris & Son, Lpool. 

Fuiler, Robt, Waldron, Sussex, Miller. Blaker. 
Lewes, Feb 20 at 11. 

Goldsmith, Wm, Addlestone, Surrey, Saddler. 


Lpool, Feb 24 at I, 
Lpool, 


Pet Feb 6. Macrae. 


Pet 


Pet Jan 27 (for pau). 


Pet Feb 7. Gregory. 
Chertsey, Feb 24 at 11. Grazebrook & Paine, Chertsey. 

Goulden, ‘I'hos, Manch, Coal Merchant. Pet Feb 29. Harriss. Manch, 
Feb 26 at 11. Grundy & Coulson, Manch, 

Hadwen, John, Carnforth, Lancaster, Bootmaker. Pet Feb 7. Harriss. 
Manch, Feb 25 at 1. Burton, Westmorland. 

Harley, Geo, Ipswich, Suffolk, Journeyman Currier. Pet Feb 6. 
Pretyman, Feb 21 atl. Hill, Ipswich. 

Harriss, Fredk, Sedgley, Stafford, Retail Brewer. Pet Feb 5, Walker. 
Dudley, Feb 24.at 12. Fellows, Bilston. 

Hickton, Jonathan, Sheffield, Baker, Pet Feb6. Wake. Sheffield, 
Feb 27 at 1. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Higginson, John, Allesley, Warwick, Tailor. Pet Feb 5. Kirby. 
Coventry, Feb 25 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Holloway, Jas, Barnstaple, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 7. Exe- 
ter, Feb 21 at 12, Clarke, Exeter. 

Jones, Thos, Trealaw, Glamorgan, Draper. Spickett. 
Pontypridd, Feb 25at 12. Davis, Cardiff. 

Keenan, Patrick, Worthington, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Feb7. 
Waugh. Cockermouth, Feb 24 at 3. 

Lugg, Robt, & Jas Price Morgan, Bristol, Wholesale Shoe Manufac- 
fe wane PetFeb1. Wilde. Bristol, Feb 21 at ll. Press & Co, 

ristol. 

Lunn, Wm, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Coal Loader, Marshall’ 
Leeds, Feb 21 at 12. Ferns, Leeds. 

Marks, Wm, Taunton, Somerset, Innkeeper. 
Feb 25 at 12. Clarke, Exeter. 

Marshall, Wm, Solihull, Warwick, Solicitor. 
Birm, Feb 21 at 12. East, Birm. 

McCabe, John, West Gorton, Manch, Provision Dealer. 
Kay. Manch, Feb 27 at 9.30. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Guigen, Sarah Jane, & Kate MoGuigen, Manch, Refreshment-Room 
— Pet Feb8. Macrae. Manch, Feb 21 at 12, Storer, 

anch, 

Michell, John, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Jeweller. Pet Feb 8. 
re aa Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 26 at 12. McKenzie, Sunder- 
and. 

Morgan, Geo, Lower Pennar, Pembroke, Sawyer. Pet Feb 6. Lann- 
ing. Pembroke, Feb 22. Parry, Pembroke. 

Oppy, Christopher, Long Downs, Cornwall, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 6. 
Peter. Redruth, March 3 at 11. Holloway, Redruth. 4 

Pool, Joseph, Birm, Journeyman Japanner. Pet Feb 1, Guest. Birm, 
Feb 21 at10. Parry, Birm. 

Preston, Thos, Adlington, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner, Pet Feb 7, 
Macrae. Manch, Feb 27 at 11. Leigh, Manch, 


Pet Feb & 


Pet Feb 8. 
Pet Feb 6. Exeter, 
Pet Feb 7. Tudor. 
Pet Feb 7. 
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phodes, Joseph, & Benj Peat, Pudsey, York, Wood Extractors. Pet 
Feb 6. Leeds, Feb 24at il. Carr, 8. 

Rolf, Wm, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Writing Clerk. Pet Feb6. Pardoe. 
Bisop’s Castle, Feb 21 at 12. Jones, Welshpool, 

ganders, John, Aston-juxta-Birm, Builder. Pet Feb 6. Tudor, 
Birm, Feb 21 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. : 

scammell, Jas, Edington, Wilts, Farmer. Pet Feb 5. Wilde. Bristol, 
Feb 21 at il. Bramble & Co, Bristol. 

Shaw, Wm, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Hatter. Pet Feb 6. 
Newton. Newark, Feb29at10. Ashley, Newark. 

Smith, Jas, Bolton, Lancaster. Pet Feb7. Holden. Bolton, Feb 
96 at 10. Hinnell, Bolton. 

Smith, Cornelius, Pembury, Kent, Bootmaker. Pet Feb7, Alleyne. 
Tonbridge Wells, Feb 24 at4. Arnold, Tonbridge Wells. é 

Smith, Chas, Manch, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 7. Harriss. 
Manch, Feb 25 at 12. Corbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Smith, Sarah, Plymouth, Devon, Fish Dealer. Pet Feb 8. Exeter, 
Feb 24 at 12. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth, : 

stone, Wm, Cromford, Derby, Builder. Pet Feb6. ‘Tudor. Birm, 
Feb 25 at ll. Jomes & Griffin, Birm. 

Strafford, Geo Hy, Pateley Bridge, York, Farmer. Pet Feb6. Leeds, 
Feb 24612. Middleton & Sons, Leeds, 

Taylor, Hannah, Willougby, Lincoln, Coal Dealer. Pot Jan 30. 
Stephen. Leeds,Feb 26atl!, Stainland & Wigelsworth, Boston, 

Waring, Joseph, R sh, York, Butcher. Pet Feb 5. Newman. 
Rotherham, March 2 at1. Fernell, Sheffield. 

White, Saml, Southampton, Photographer. Pet Feb6. Thorndike, 
Southampton, Feb 20 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Whittaker, Geo, Glossop, Derby, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 6. Harriss. 
Manch, Feb 26 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Wigglesworth, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Dec 17, Kay, 
Manch, Feb 25 at 9.36. 

Williams, Robt, Chester, Stonemason. Pet Feb 6. Lpool, Feb 24 at 
11, Churton, Chester. 

Wilton, Wm, Tavisteck, Devon, Baker, Pet Feb 7. Bridgman. Tavis- 
tock, Feb 17 at 11.30. Chilcott, Tavistock, 

Wraight, Jas, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, out of business. Pet Feb 
6, Southgate. Gravesend, Feb 24 at 11. Sharland, Gravesend. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1868. 
Hutchinson, Wm, Salford, Lancaster, Engineer. Feb 3. 
Lambert, Wm, Dover-rd, Southwark, out of business. Feb 5, 
Roberts, Thos, Manch, Commercial Agent. Feb 3. 
Thomas, John, Brunswick-pl, Hoxton, Tailor. Feb 4. 
Touxspay, Feb. 11, 1863, 

Bickford, Hy, Basinghall-st, Fancy Goods Importer. Feb 7. 
brooks, Hy, Clarendon-rd, Notting-hill, Builder. Feb 8. 


Cook, John, Jarrow, Durham, Draper. Feb 7. 
Rogers, Ishmael, jun, High-st, Camden-town, Retail Boot Salesman. 


Feb 4. 
Thomas, John, Melinyddol, Llanfair, Montgomery, Miller. Feb 3. 











 —_ LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, CLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro » 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm:— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a@ term certain, ar by 
annual or olher paymenis) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
iags, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


Puorosat For Loan on MortGaces, 


'HXO SOLICITORS, LANDLORDS, and OTHERS. 

—The Advertiser wishes to lease or purchase Premises adapted 
for Commercial or other purposes, and will make all necessary outlay in 
improvements. First-class references. Commission allowed for intra- 
duction if required.—R , Esq., 41, Randolph-street, Camden-road, N.W. 


YATES AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 


Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Arcicles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing, 











| ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
, FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Price 1F PuT To Account, 


10 Copies. ies. 30 Copies, 
8 pages,,....... £2 2s. Os. £2 3s. 6d. £2 4s, 6d. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 


50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d. 


FRANK SMITH & Co., 
ROBE MAKERS TO THE LORDS JUSTICES, 


Judges’, Serjeants’ -at-Law, and Queen’s Counsel's 
Gowns, Bands, §¢. 


BAR GOWNS, 2, 24, AND 3 GUINEAS. 


FRANK SMITH & CO. 
13, SOUTHAMPTON STREET, STRAND, LONDON, W.C 


O SOLICITORS, MANAGING CLERKS, and 

OTHERS. Wanted, Law Writing and Engrossing, in any quan- 
tity, at moderate charges— executed by experienced hands, A(ddresa, 
Lzx, Mr. Ellis, 26, Felton-street, Hoxton, 








BREAKFAST. 
EPPS’S COCOA, 


INVIGORATING AND GRATEFUL. 





B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 


PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H, THE 
PRINCE OF WALES. 


TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 

to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price List 

presented on application. 

All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J. MAYER. 

Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs 

MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thamesestreet, E.C. 


TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND SON, 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON, 


CLARET. 





18°: per doz. per doz. 18% 


18s. per doz’ per doz. 18 Se 





ANDLES.—A hint to Purchasers—Do net make 

! sure that you know what price you are paying per pound for your 
Candles until you have stripped them and put them in the scale. Some 
Candles are right weight without the wrappers, some with moderately 
thick wrappers, some with very thick wrappers, and some are not nearl 
right weight with wrappers however thick. PRICE’S ‘GOLD MEDA 
PALMITINE,” ‘* SHERWOOD PALMITINE,” “ BELMONT SPERM,’* 
and “ BELMONT WAX.” “ BEST,” “No. 2,” ** No. 3,” and “ BATTER- 
SEA COMPOSITES,”’** PRICE’S PARAFFINE,” and “ BELMONTINE,’ 
and all the other candles of Price’s Patent Candle Company (Limited), are 
full weight without the wrappers. 





ANDLES, GLYCERINE, AND SOAP.—A Gold 

Medal was awarded at the Paris Exhibition to Price’s Patent 
Candle Company (Limited) for “* Candles, Glycerine, and Soap ”—the only 
one to any British exhibitor for these three things combined. The chief 
Candles of the Company are their ‘ BELMONTINE” and PRICE’S 
PARAFFINE” for those who must have the extreme transparency of 
pure Paraffine; their * GOLD MEDAL PALMITINE ” and SHERWOOD 
PALMITINE, for those who, while desiring candles of great beauty re- 
quire also steady brilliancy of light ané freedom from smoke and smell : 
their good old-fashioned ** BELMONTSPERM AND WAX,” and “;BEST,” 
“ No. 2,” “ No. 3,” & ** BATTERSEA” COMPOSITES for those who re- 
quire only perfect burning without caring for transparency; and their 
“CHAMBER ” Candles, hard, and of small diameter, to avoid the drop- 
ping of grease when carried. 

Their new twilet soap, ‘* PRICE’S SOLIDIFIED GLYCERINE,” con- 
tains half its weight of their distilled Glycerine, and should be the one 
toilet soap in use, especially in the winter, because of its admirable effects 
in preventing chapping of the hands and face, There ought also to 
be in every house one of the sealed bottles of their patent distilled Gly- 
cerive, known everywhere as “ PRICE'S GLYCERINE,” two or three 
drops of which mixed with three or four times as much water, will in a 
day or two remove chapping and roughness of skin, whether of adults or 
children; and when this is effected, a single drop of the undiluted Gly- 
cerine applied once a day will prevent the recurrence of the chapping 
and roughness. Insist on having ‘ Price’s Glycerine” in the com- 
pany’s own sealed bottles, quantities of cheap impure Glycerine 
now sold in the shops because of the low rate at which the dealers can 


abroad = well as at home order “‘ PRICE'S” as the one only Glycerine 
to be used. 

* PRICE’S NEW PATENT NIGHT LIGHTS,” for burning in the 
wide glasses are believed to be the very best Night Lights made. 
“ PRICE’S CHILD’S NIGHT LIGHTS” are known everywhere, and 
are excellent for burning without a glass. 





7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 





buy it in comparison with Price's. All the good medical authorities - 
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THE NEW STAMP DUTIES. 


ACHER’S DIGEST of STAMP DUTIES. 
Sixth Edition, with Addenda showing the ALTERATIONS IN 
Doties Mave By Acts PassEpD IN 1866 anpD 1867. 8vo., cloth, 7s. 


London: Vacher & Sons, 29, Parliament-street. 





DR. CAMPS ON RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
Second Edition, price Is. 
AILWAY ACCIDENTS or COLLISIONS: their 


Effects upon the Nervous System. With especial reference to 
Claims for Compensation. 


H. K. Lewis, 136, Gower-street, W.C. 





Just published, 1 vol. cloth, price £2 2s., 


TREATISE on the HINDOO LAW of IN- 
HERITANCE, comprising the Doctrines of the various Schools, 
with the Decisions of the High Courts of the different Presidences of 
India, and the Judgments of the Privy Council on Appeal. By STANDISH 
GROVE GRADY, Barrister-at-Law and Recorder of Gravesend. 
Witpy & Sons, Lincoln’s-inn-archway, London, and Gantz BrorueErs, 
Mount-road, Madras. 





“FREE TRADE IN LAND.” 
This day is published, price ls. 
OMMENTS on the SPEECH of PROFESSOR 
FAWCETT, at Brighton, on the 27th January, 1868, as respects 
some passages in reply to the letters of “A Hertfordshire Incum- 
bent,’’ and Others, in the “ Times.”” By WILLIAM HAYES, of the 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 


DAVIS’S LAW OF MASTER AND SERVANT. 
This day is published, 12mo, 6s., cloth, 
VHE MASTER AND SERVANT ACT, 1867; 
with an Introduction, Notes and Forms, Tables of Offences, and an 
Index. By JAMES EDWARD DAVIS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Stipend- 
iary Magistrate for Stoke-upon-Trent. 


London: BurrEnworTss, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 








DAVIS’S COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1867. 
In a few days, royal 12mo, cloth., 


HE COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1867; and the 
Provisions of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, relating to 
Discovery, Attachment of Debts and Equitable Defences applied by 
Order in Council to the County Courts. Edited, with Notes and In- 
troduction and a Chapter on Costs, together with all the New County 
Court Rules, Orders, and Forms. By JAMES EDWARD DAVIS, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

*,* The New Act confers a very extensive jurisdiction on the County 
Courts, and also affects the Proceedings and Practice of the Superior 
Courts. This edition may be used either as an Appendix to the Third 
Edition of Davis’s Practice and Evidence in the County Courts, or as 
an independent Work. 


London: Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Pub- 
lishers, 





DAVIS’S EQUITABLE JURISDICTION, 
Royal 12mo., 5s. cloth. 


Ts COUNTY COURTS EQUITABLE JURIS- 
DICTION ACT, 28 & 29 Vict. cap 99, with the Orders and Rules 
for Regulating the Practice of the Courts, and the Forms and Costs of 
Proceedings; with Notes and Introductory Chapters. By JAMES 
EDWARD DAVIS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London: BurTrERWoRTHS, 7, — Street, Her Majesty’s Law Pube 
shers. 





DAVIS’S COUNTY COURTS—PRACTICE AND EVIDENCE. 
Third Edition. 
One thick vol., Royal 12mo., 28s., cloth. 

A MANUAL of the PRACTICE and EVIDENCE 

in ACTIONS and other PROCEEDINGS in the COUNTY 

COURTS, including the Practice in Bankruptcy, with an Appendix of 

Statutes and Rules. By JAMES EDWARD DAVIS, of the Middle 

Temple. Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition, considerably enlarged. 

*,* This is the only work on the County Courts which gives Forms of 

Plaints, and treats fully of the Law and Evidence of Actions and other 
Proceedings in these Courts. 

London : BuTrERWwoRTHs, 7, 7 Street, Her Majesty’s Law Pub- 

ishers. 





BENHAM’S STUDENT’S EXAMINATION GUIDE. 
Just Published, 12mo., 3s., cloth. 


rf\HE STUDENT'S GUIDE to the PRELIMINARY 
Examination for Attorney’s and Solicitors; and the Oxford and 
Cambridge Local Examinations and the College of Preceptors: to 
which are added numerous Suggestions and Examination Questions 
selected from those asked at the Law Institution. By JAMES ERLE 
BENHAM, of King’s College, London. 
London: Burrerwortns, 7, Fleet Street, Her Majesty’s Law Pub- 
lishers. 





ROCESS SERVER.—W. PARTON, 58, GEorGr’s- 
ROAD, Hottoway, N. Writs, Citations, Summonses, Subpoenas, 

&c,, served. Inquiries made in town or country. ctions by post 
attended to forthwith. References to some of the first houses in London. 











AURIES INTEREST TABLES, 

‘Mr. Laurie was well known as one of the most correct and in. 

dustrious authorities on commercial calculations, and the practical value 
of his various tables has long been recognised.””—Times, 

TABLES of SIMPLE INTEREST for EVERY DAY in the 
YEAR, at 5, 44, 4, 34, 3, and 24 per cent. per annum, from £1 to 
£20,000, from 1 day to 365 days, &c. Thirtieth Edition, 8vo, cloth, 
strongly bound, £1 1s. ; or in calf, £1 6s, 

TABLES of SIMPLE INTEREST at 5, 6, 7, 8,9, and § per cent 
per annum, from 1 day to 100 days. Eighth Edition, 8vo, cloth, 7s, 

London: Virtve & Co., 26, Ivy-lane. 
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Just Published, Price 5s., boards, 


HE SALE and TRANSFER of SHARES in 

COMPANIES, with special reference to the effect of the winding- 

up under the Act Companies, 1862, upon uncompleted Transfers by 

KENELM EDWARD DIGBY, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, Fellow 
of Corpus Christi College, Oxford. 

Extracts from the “ Daily News,” February, 4.—‘*The judgment de- 
livered in the Court of Common Pleas on Friday, in ths case of Grissel] 
v. Bristowe gives timeliness to the appearance of a work by Mr, 
Kenelm Edward Digby, of Lincoln’s-inn, published by Sweet, and having 
the headiug of this article for its title.” The clearness with which Mr, 
Kenelm Digby has described and illustrated these topics, beth with re- 
ference to the law and to everyday practice, renders his work of great 
value to all who are liable to be interested in the operations of which it 
treats, 

London: Henry Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


| Hapeogeed requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. Nocharge for sketches, 

Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet. 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 








R. ROBINS’S LIST of ESTATES, HOUSES, 
and INVESTMENTS for February, can be had on application at 
his Offices, 5, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 8.W. 


| parry appre GROUND-RENTS, to pay 4} per 

Cent. in amounts as required ; also several Lots of eligible Lease- 
hold Grou..1-rents and every class of House Property.—Particulars of 
Mr. Rosins, 5, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, S.W. 


OBLE SUITE of OFFICES, GRAY’S-INN 
CHAMBERS, 20, High Holborn. One of the finest First Floor 
Rooms in London, suited for Insurance or other Companies, Architects, 
Solicitors, &c. Rent £225. Inspection invited. Apply to Mr. Wor- 
MALD, on the premises. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
I JANUARY LIST of ESTATES and rlOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion jin the February List 
must be received by the 28th January at latest. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equa[ 




















to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, ing’s. 

s. d. 23.4 £83.4 £8. @ 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandl 18 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto .... 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 220 
Table Spoons .. 110 Oandl lx 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto . - 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 22 06 
Tea Spoons .occscseeeseee O12 OandO ls 0 3 6 110 0 


Every Article for the Table asin Silver. , 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. *he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., l6s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage frea 

er rail, 
3 RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 


A Sample Tea Spoon fo 
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Opposite Somerset Ilousa. 
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LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








eee 











ESTABLISHED 1823. 












Ar a GENERAL MEETING of the PROPRIETORS of the LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, held on February 2, 1868, 







RICHARD NICHOLSON, ESQ, CHAIRMAN, 





Taz Directors presented their Report and the Accounts of the Society during the past year, the Forty-fifth of its 
existence. 

From these it appeared that the Assets of the Society on the 31st of December, 1867, exceeded FIVE AND A 
QUARTER MILLIONS STERLING, and that its Annual Income amounts to HALF A MILLION. 

The number of Policies effected during the year is 209, assuring £370,947, and producing in Annual Premiums 
£13,576; being an increase of £3,603 over the New Premiums received during the previous year. 
The amount of Claims accrued upon death tach the ” ad is— 


Sums assured under 212 Policies. r ; : . . £215,852 
Bonuses payabletherewith . . «© + + © © © «© «© . 89,456 


Together ‘ , ; 3 : - £305,308 






el el eal 
Pore te gorge ieRareea ee 















‘Tous eA 






The corresponding item in previous years’ accounts was— 
Sums assured under 226 Policies. . , . ‘ : ‘ . £297,071 
Bonuses paid therewith . . 3 . = . . ‘ : ‘ ‘ 124,351 











Together . ‘ 7 4 . £421,422 








During the last seven years the Society has paid no less a sum than TWO AND A HALF MILLIONS sterling in 
Claims upon death, inclusive of Bonuses. 
Since its establishment the amount paid in Claims upon death is upwards of SEVEN AND A HALF MILLIONS i 
sterling, of which amount ONE AND THREE-QUARTER MILLIONS has been by way of Bonus. a 
The charges of Management, inclusive of the sum assigned by the Proprietors as remuneration to the Directors, E 
amount to but 2 per cent. on the Society’s Income. 












The Balance Sheet presented with Report was as follows :— 
Dr. 








Proprietors’ Guarantee Fund—Balance, December 31, E- £882,724 2 8 

Assurance Fund ditto ditto eae 4,440,192 4 6 

Unissued Drafts for Claims, &c.,in course of payment. . . - . 25,720 9 0 Fi 
£5,348,636 16 2 






Cr. 
















Investments in Government Securities £264,353 6 9 i 
Debentures and Bonds... 496,468 12 6 ef 
Investments on Mortgage (principal and interest, in course of payment) . 4,108,433 9 0 i 
Loans on Policies (principal and interest, in course of payment) . i 128,351 0 8 H 
Railway Debenture Stock (principal and interest, in course of f payment) : 92,800 0 0 fi 
Connemara and Mayo Estates . . . +» . 213,840 0 0 i? 
Office Premises in Fleet-street . . + > : 13,100 0 0 f 
Billsreceivable . . . + +» «© «© © «© 8 896 12 4 a 
Petty Cash Balance . . «© + © + . 218 1 6 4 
Balances at Bankers . ’ . » . . . . . . 30,675 13 5 i 
#; 

£5,348,636 16 2 rt 

————————— ot 

t 








Prospectuses, Statements of Accounts, and Forms of Proposal may be obtained from, and Assurance effected through 
any Solicitor in Town or Country, or by direct application to the Actuary at the Society’s Office, Fleet-street, London. 


WILLIAM S. DOWNES, Actuary. 
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SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,500,000, IN 50,000 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £925,428. 














NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. 


PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esa. 










THOMAS TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esa. 
JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esa. 
HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Esa., M.P. 
General Manager—WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esa. 
Chief Inspector—W. J. NORFOLK, Esa. 
Assistant General Manager—WILLIAM HOWARD, Esa. 
Chief Accountant—JAMES GRAY, Esa. 
Inspectors of Branches—H. J. LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esa. 


HEAD OrFIcE—21, LOMBARD STREET. 


Directors, ~ 
JOHN FLEMING, Esa. 
FREDERICK FRANCIS, Esa. 
ED. W. T. HAMILTON, Esa., M 
FREDERICK HARRISON, Esa. 
WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, 
WILLIAM NICOL, Esa. 


Secretary—-F, CLAPPISON, Esa. 













thus be 20 per cent. 






and after Monday, the 17th inst. 


AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF THE PROPRIETORS, 
HELD ON THURSDAY, THui 6th FEBRUARY, 1868, 

AT THE CITY TERMINUS HOTEL, CANNON STREET STATION, 

The following Report for the Year ending the 81st December, 1867, was read by the Secretary. 

WILLIAM NICOL, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 





The directors in submitting to the proprietors the balance-sheet of the bank for the half-year ending the 31st of December last, have the 
pleasure to report that, after paying all charges, and interest to customers, and making provisions for bad and doubtful debts, the net profits 
amount to £82,624 lis. 4d. This sum, added to £7,081 1s, 1d,, vrought forward from the last account, produces a total of £89,705 16s. 5d, 


The usual dividend of 6 per cent. is recommended, together with a bonus of 3 per cent. for the half-year, both free of income tax, which will 
absorb £81,895 0s. 3d., and leave £7,810 16s. 2d, to be carried forward to profit and loss new account, 










Dr. 


To Capital cccccccccccccccsccscccce SI 
To Instalments unpaid not yetdue .. 










To Reserve Fund....sccocessosscccce 
To instalments unpaid not yet due .... 







To Amount due by the Bank for Custo- 
mers’ Balances, &C.....ceeees 
To Liabilities on Acteptances, cov: 
by guarantees and securities .. 


To Profit and Loss Balance brought 













,000,000 0 0 
74,572 0 0 
500,000 0 0 
74,572 0 0 


12,195,149 19 3 
1,790,160 1 8 


£15,570,220 6 | 


BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 31st December, 1867. 


8. d. | By Cash on hand at Head Office, and 
Branches, and with Bank of England.. 

By Cash placed at Call and at notice, 

925,428 0 0 


Investments, viz.— 
425,428 0 0 


By Other Stocks and Securities 


By Discounted Bills, and advances to Cus- 


13,985,310 0 11 By liabilities of Customers for Drafts 


accepted by Bank (as per contra).....- 





RESERVE FUND, £425,428. 


£ as. 4. 
1,979,418 19 1 


Covered by SCCUTILIOS..cesescceseeees 1,331,172 2 6 





Ss 


LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


Ap 


Esa. 


The dividend for the whole year 1867 will 


The directors have to announce the retirement of Coles Child, Esq., from the board on account of ill health, and the election of Frederick Francis 
Esq., in his stead, This creates a vacancy in the auditorship, which it is in the power of the meeting to fill up. 


The directors retiring by rotation are Hugh Culling Eardley Childers, Esq,, M.P., Philip Patton Blyth, Esq., and Edward William Terreck 
Hamilton, Esq., M.P., who being eligible, offer themselves for re-election. 


The dividend and bonus (together £1 16s. per share), free of income tax, will be payable at the Head Office, or at any of the branches, on 


Cr 


£ s, a, 





3,310,591 1 7 


By Government and Guaranteed Stocks. 1,075,175 11 6 
4 


8 
some 1,138,623 15 2 
tomers in Town and Country ........ 8,979,541 17 8 


1,790,160 1 8 
from last Account........... e 7,081 1 1 ———_——— 10,769,701 19 4 
To Gross Profit for the Half-year, By Freehold Premises in Lombard:street and Nicholas- 
after making provision for lane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 
lad and Doubtful Debts...... 226,973 4 1 Branches, with Fixtures and Fittings. ...+eese++0+ 218,328 11 
——— 264,054 5 2 | By Interest paid to Customers .......se0+0+ seeiehiens - 87,346 19 7 
By Salaries and all other Expenses at Head Office and 
Branches, including Income Tax on Profits, and 
BSIATIOR covescccedses docncrecesecece se cneecese 95,627 19 2 


£15,570,220 6 1 






n> eee oe ak ae eee ee, foe 









